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CLEARNESS definition, and fixed terminology, are 
the two great and indispensable conditions solid pro- 
gress knowledge. Definite meanings must associ- 
ated with words and phrases, and, the employment 
algebraic symbols, there must variation their 
use through all the intricacies long and difficult argu- 
ment. acknowledged, too, that many phrase 
best understood under the light its historical origin and 
earliest use; and such investigation may lead the 
conclusion, that, however winning may appear be, its 
early and long service associates with tendencies and 


The present article has not been cumbered with footnotes, for the simple 
reason that the only authors quoted are those whose names are given the 
text, and whose writings are presumed familiar the theological 
reader. The dogmatic treatises themselves have been read carefully 
time permitted, discover what meaning was attached the phrase 
Consciousness,” and what part was assigned theological 
science. Besides these, Dorner’s History Protestant Theology, and 
Herzog’s Dogmatik and Religion—may read 
advantage. Van Oosterzee’s Christian Dogmatics contains very clear 
and concise criticism the subjective method theology. The most 
searching and caustic handling the mediation theology, which the writer 
has seert, Dr. Carl Schwartz, Gotha, book entitled Contribu- 
tion the History the Newest Theology, which, however, closes with 
the year 1869. The boldest and most consistent advocacy the theology 
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conceptions that cannot defended. such phrases 

Christian one. Etymologically harm- 

less and attractive, its theological history may prevent its 

acceptance many. For has been the watchword 

theological school. has served, for more than seventy- 

five years, the rallying-cry definite method theo- 

logical inquiry, whose claim superior merit cannot 

conceded, and many whose fruits are not encouraging 

Christian faith. alien American soil, and 

American theology not friendly its naturalization. 

has been used among greatly modified sense, and 

the honors claimed its behalf have been comparatively 

but well recall the pedigree the new- 

comer, and remember that with the word must 

associated long and eventful history religious thought. 

And, unless are ready range ourselves under the 

banner thus unfurled, unless are prepared confess 

the poverty our speech, may wise abandon the 

phrase altogether those whose theological spirit 
defines. 

Now the underlying debate, marked this innocent 

phrase, does not concern the philosophical question 

the ultimate ground certainty, which must posited 


based upon Christian Consciousness,” its source and organ, Amer- 
ican writer, from the pen Professor Allen, Cambridge, whose book 
the Continuity Christian Thought created something 
New England circles thought. There is, however, single treatise 
which the subject this article has been submitted searching historical 
examination, followed critical analysis and exposition its implica- 
tions. The present writer rises from his brief essay, which has found 
compassed with great and many difficulties, and for whose thorough study 
exacting pastorate does not leave him the needed leisure, the earnest 
hope that some one thoroughly home German theology may undertake 
the task, than which none could greater service American theology. 
There can more mischievous state things than the adoption 
phrases whose principles are kept the background, postulates whose 
simple enunciation would promptly challenged and earnestly rejected. 
And this catalogue phrases Christian Consciousness” one the 
most important. 
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self-consciousness. All knowledge begins with, and 
conditioned by, self-knowledge. can nothing, 
unless sure present thought, and through that, 
myself. Primarily, certain only myself. All 
other knowledge mediated that. Without self-know- 
ledge, the certainty our mental states, the reality our 
thought, there could neither science, nor philosophy, 
nor theology. this self-evident, and more were 
intended the claim urged certain quarters that the 
Christian consciousness must invested with very high, 
not the very highest, degree authority, determin- 
ing Christian doctrine, than what involved the philo- 
sophical thesis that certainty must traced self-con- 
sciousness its primary source,—the discussion would 
not worth hour’s breath. course, must begin 
where am, and with myself. cannot vault outside 
myself any process pursuit knowledge. But 
does not follow that knowledge and certainty end where 
they begin. Like the radius great circle, firmly and 
constantly held its invisible centre, thought may sweep 
wide circumference infinitely removed from the point 
where begins. may certain the divine exist- 
ence own, however true may that the 
consciousness own existence the first thought 
that dawns upon me, and woven into all subsequent 
mental life. the old question whether knowledge 
limited the consciousness mental states, ideal and 
empty relations only, whether these states are not rather 
the transparent media through which the objects know- 
ledge are themselves apprehended. Are what call the 
laws categories thought, limitations and hindrances 
the search for truth, preventing from even attaining 
any other than regulative certainty, are they 
tial lines along which all thought must move, and has 
moved from everlasting, that the goal absolute 
certainty awaits our honest and patient endeavor? The 
latter thesis here assumed. this question Hegel 
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preferred Kant and Sir William Hamilton. The last 
word the Kantian philosophy man’s hopeless ignor- 
ance; the first word the Hegelian school the orig- 
inal potential omniscience man. The true philosophy 
‘maintains that man neither impotent nor omnipotent, 
but endowed with mental capacity pass from the cer- 
tainty self-knowledge the certain apprehension 
objective truth. The contention, therefore, that all certi- 
tude rooted the knowledge self, cannot made 
substantiate the claim that all conviction certainty 
must spontaneous and intuitive. The former fully 
granted, the latter resolutely denied. 

Nor does the debate touch the religious affirmation 
that the revelation God Holy Scripture deals only 
with the facts and doctrines designed and fitted call 
forth intellectual assent, and provoke spiritual respon- 
siveness. The word God living. has never been 
anything else. Prophets and apostles were not automatic 
penmen speakers, borne away tempest thoughts 
which they knew little nothing. Revelation was 
none the less real because supernatural. means unveil- 
ing, inconceivable apart from illumination, though not 
synonymous with it. was like fire the bones him 
who was favored with it, whose holy heat pervaded the 
entire mental and moral frame prophet apostle, stir- 
ring profoundest and intensest reflection, issuing 
fixed and unalterable personal conviction. The revela- 
tion was vision. That living quality the word God 
the abiding secret its energy. Its first appearance 
was life, the life knowledge, hope, and salvation; and 
where does not bring life not truly come. Faith 
must seize, seized by, the life that the word suggests 
conveys, fails deal with the word its divine 
reality. There nothing magical the impact God’s 
thought upon the mind man. Neither inspiration 
nor regeneration man passive. Christian theology 
can never, therefore, indifferent what called 
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Christian experience. The Scriptures cannot under- 
stood and expounded the multiplication table can 
repeated, the propositions Euclid can followed 
and verified. Grammatical, exegetical, historical helps 
are invaluable, reproducing for the local attitude and 
specific surroundings the writer speaker, but 
must make his thought our own, reproducing terms 
personal conviction, the burden the message will 
remain foreign are the antipodes our sight. 

Nor, once more, does the debate concern the ques- 
tion progressive clearness theological statement, 
the need new adjustment the separate doctrines 
self-consistent whole. one claims that the creeds 
and confessions are infallible, and that their free criticism 
irreverent. Nay, the word God life, must 
born again the mind and heart each generation. 
sacred fire, its glow must quicken the pulses each 
decade. Each age must create its own theology from the 
original sources, have any theology all. That 
involves gradual and incessant enlargement, elimina- 
tion past misapprehensions, and retention the trans- 
mitted testimony only far the vehicle the 
transforming lite God. The Augustinian, the Calvin- 
istic, the Federalistic, the Hopkinsian, the Arminian at- 
tempts systematization have their historic place, but 
they are seen not have co-ordinated all the vital facts, 
and have inserted dead branches into the tree Chris- 
tian doctrine. There vague feeling, our day, after 
better system, growing out living, deeper, and more 
fruitful principles than the idea the church, the doc- 
trine Divine decrees, the fanciful notion covenants, 
ora theory virtue, philosophy free agency. 
Some find escape reconstruction theology the 
Christological idea, and others despair tracing all the 
lines biblical teaching the single point whence they 
take their departure, and which they are firmly held 
together. Our theology, its systematic form, confes- 
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formative state. are neither Augustinians, 


nor Calvinists, nor Arminians; neither Old School, nor 
New. touch all schools, and belong none. 
write and read monographs, not comprehensive treatises, 
did Augustine, Aquinas, and Calvin. look with 
distrust upon finished theology. 
There to-day dominant type systematic thought 
Christian doctrine, and some think that has disap- 
peared never more return. There can question 
that the Arminian controversy and the Wesleyan move- 
ment have powerfully quickened impatience with full- 
fledged systems, and given intensity and firmness the 
spirit toleration. Not because have become indif- 
ferent truth, and careless theology, but because the 
word God seen larger scope than the theo- 
logical lines any school. And perhaps true, 
many think, that the golden age systematic theology 
will never come again. that may, the burden 
the hour not prove thing either old new, 

That raises the crucial question, how can know what 
What shall our method search? here, 
the method Christian theology, the point departure 
and the court appeal, rather than the specific results 
the controversy the hour gathers, and 
where has swung pivot for more thaf eighty 
years. Three methods have prevailed from the very first, 
represented Aquinas, Duns Scotus, and Abelard, the 
Middle Ages, Augustine, Jerome, and Pelagius, ear- 
lier times. The first the traditional ecclesiastical, 
the second the inductive and third the 
individualistic rationalistic method. first method 
mental energy concentrated the church and its dog- 
mas, the second the Scriptures, the third self. 
The latter method, again, has assumed three main forms, 
speculative, emotional and practical,— knowledge, feel- 
ing, conscience, has been regarded central and distinct- 


| 


ive the philosophy the soul. Where thought 
regarded the seat the divine image, the subjective 
method has issued rationalism; where the feelings have 
been considered the cradle religion, the result the 
method has been mysticism mystical and 
where the conscience has been consulted the oracle 
truth, the method has resolved theology into 
The subjective method had its representatives the 
rationalist Abelard, Bernard, the mystic, but the 
tendencies never came their full development and fruit- 
age until the Reformation left men free speak and write 
thought. The overshadowing power the Roman 
Catholic church checked the growth the subjective 
method, also hampered the free use Holy Scripture. 
Luther, Zwingli, and Calvin opposed the authority the 
Bible the authority the Church. that line the 
fierce battle was waged. true that Luther has fre- 
quently been quoted introducing the subjective method, 
and committing German theology its use, but his utter- 
ances are clear-cut and unequivocal, when declares 
that “Christian doctrine learned the revelation 
God the external then, the work- 
ing Spirit inwardly. The gospel, therefore, 
divine word that came down from heaven, and revealed 
the Holy Ghost, who was also sent for the same pur- 
pose; yet such sort notwithstanding, the outward 
word must before.” Dorner’s labored insistence 
that Luther’s theology the formal and the material prin- 
ciples were co-ordinate authority, that Scripture and 
faith were invested with equal and complementary honors, 
but the sturdy Reformer would have made short work 
with such interpretation his doctrine. him the 
word God was living word, reproducing itself the 


joyful testimony faith; but the precedence was always 


given Scripture the primary and solely authoritative 
revelation. And his freedom biblical criticism, leading 
him the rejection the Epistle James, was not due 
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subjective prepossessions, but the objective convic- 
tion that the Bible contained definite and fixed “gospel,” 
which its separate utterances were interpreted, 
and its separate books judged. principle 
was simply that measuring the books the Bible 
the preponderant teaching the Book living whole. 
His method was emphatically, though different 
way, objective, was that Calvin John Knox. 
But the scholastic spirit reasserted itself the churches 
the German Reformation. The theology wrought out 
purely biblical lines, yet all too hastily, took form 
the Augsburg Confession; and thenceforward the main 
endeavor was maintain the integrity the doctrinal 
symbol, the plenary and even verbal inspiration the 
Bible being used invest the proof-texts with divine 
infallibility. Theology once more became scholastic, con- 
fined within the limits ecclesiastical creed, Rome 
had confined within the lines ecclesiastical tradi- 
tion. was really abandonment the Reformation 
but the reaction that followed the introduc- 
tion Deism way the authority both the 
church and the Bible was abandoned, and the appeal 
was made the human reason. The subjective method 
theological inquiry came the front, and challenged 
alike the Church Rome and the churches the Ref- 
ormation. was intensely and exclusively rationalistic. 
resolved revealed theology, and left the 
latter only these three things— God, duty, and immortal- 
ity; while the thorough-going skepticism Hume and 
the materialistic French philosophy reduced even these 
shadow. Theeighteenth century was one profound 
spiritual darkness, relieved only the pious fervor 
Spener, the evangelical simplicity the Moravian broth- 
erhood and the devotion the Wesleys. seemed 
Christianity had been buried grave dark and deep 
that its resurrection was beyond hope. The poor heard 
the gospel with gladness, but the great churches answered 
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with sneer. Faith had perished the seats culture 
and among the educated. 


Then came Schleiermacher, himself trained among the 


Moravians, who has been called “the greatest divine the 
nineteenth century.” This honor belongs him, how- 
ever, mainly the prophet transition period, the 
prominent leader the reaction against empty and 
flippant rationalism, which summoned the age 
profounder study religion its living root, and 
more reverent estimate Christianity. met the ration- 
alists their own ground, overthrowing their conclusions 
aprofounder philosophy human nature, whose sense 
absolute dependence found the eternal ground and 


necessity religion. But agreed with them 


ing the subjective method theological inquiry, substi- 


tuting feeling for understanding the primary 


and final test all religious truth. The mystical method 
supplanted the rationalistic. Religion was defined con- 
sisting neither knowledge nor conduct, but 
determinate feeling, the consciousness absolute depend- 
ence, and the task theology was represented exhausted 
description the pious feeling. With Schleiermacher 


the phrase Consciousness” became indicative 


fixed method inquiry. Religion being regarded 


primitive energy, beginning and ending pious 


“the highest norm was longer, hitherto, the letter 
Scripture, nor formula, nor postulate 
the sound human understarfding, but the religious feeling, 
the state the pious self-consciousness, before which 
every doctrine must authenticate itself. The result was 
that large amount the old dogmatic material was 
thrown overboard, not pertinent the representation 
the religious life, and remanded history, cosmology, 
and metaphysics. Herein consists the importance the 


that the religious feeling presented 


infallible tact all that essential faith, while all the 


withered branches dogmatics were cut away with the 
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sharp knife criticism.” This the judgment 
friendly reviewer. Schleiermacher reduced Christian 
theology its narrowest bounds. His system represents 
the minimum doctrinal conviction involved Christian 
faith. Hence the many and serious gaps the dogmatic 
results his labors. The essential being God 
reduced causality, inspiration virtually eliminated, 
the idea sin feebly grasped, miracles are ignored, the 
atonement loses its central place and scriptural signifi- 
cance, and universal restoration frankly 
needless say that such system cannot take the rank 
great and comprehensive achievement theological 
construction, however marked the genius its author, 
and however fresh and fruitful the theological method 
which introduced. may, not inaptly, and without 
discredit either his learning his piety, called 
mystical pantheist. The philosophical postulate his 
system the affirmation that God and the world are two 
without the world, nor outside the same, but that God 
simply the living unity the world, totality 
being, regarded The mystical element his 
thought his reference religion the domain feel- 
ing, not only rooted in, but wholly contained in, the 
sense dependence, that the pious Christian con- 
sciousness becomes the sole organ criterion Christian 
doctrine. Hence the Dogmatik discusses, first the postu- 
lates involved the consciousness absolute dependence, 
then the implication involved the consciousness sin, 
the implications involved the consciousness 
grace. Theology exhausts itself describing Christ- 
ian feeling, and then, the aid powerful dialectic, 
bringing light the intellectual and ethical postulates. 
Doctrine purely inferential, open constant revision 
profounder analysis the religious feeling. Hence the 
meagreness Schleiermacher’s use the Bible and the 
creeds his exposition Christian faith. The original, 
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creative, perpetually living material theology was 
found the immediate knowledge which the Christian 
has Christ. The New Testament and the church can 
only corroborate, the primary sources and the ultimate 
criteria Christian doctrine are subjective, not objective. 
Schleiermacher taught any thing, taught this; and 
this postulate characterizes all his followers, though none 
have equalled him the fearless consistency its appli- 
cation. father the mystical method modern 
theology, where the Christian consciousness regarded 
supplying the materials Christian doctrine. 

The subjective method, introduced Schleiermacher, 
has continued dominate the development German 
theology the present day, though its results have 
become increasingly richer and more evangelical, and the 
idea religion has assumed larger meaning. Nitzsch 
may mentioned bringing the method into closer and 
more constant relation with reverent and patient use 
the Bible, Neander linking with the life the church, 
and Twesten disclosing its harmony with the testimony 
the great confessions. these corrective processes, 
modern German theology has attained substantial enlarge- 
ment and has become the main profoundly evangelical. 
Religion, too, now include knowledge and 
conduct well feeling, rooted alike man’s intel- 
lectual, emotional, and ethical nature, though its initial 
source posited feeling. Neander’s motto est 
quod facit theologum,” may said have been altered 
read: Pectus est quod facit religiosum, sed non 
facit theologum.” theology” has come 
recognized insufficient. The entire subjective life, 
involving not only pious feeling, but primary mental 
ations, and ethical postulates, has come under review. And 
this again has been brought into relation with history, 
with the sober verdicts the Christian church, and espec- 
ially with the oldest documents outlining the faith 
Christianity. Christian consciousness interrogated on- 
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illumined and informed the teaching history 
and the New Testament. The method regressive from 
personal faith Christ, through the church the Holy 
Scriptures, containing the oldest record the histor- 
ical revelation Christ. way the objective sources 
and criteria Christian knowledge have been regained, 
though without reinstatement their original priority 
authority. The subjective method still and 
controlling, though longer exclusive. 

This fact unmistakable the definition given the- 
ology, and the treatment its subject matter. Theol- 
our schools and dogmatic treatises, defined 
“the science God and his relations the universe.” 
Its outlook objective. The German divines, the 

other hand, speak theology “the science religion.” 
The outlook subjective, introspective. the life 
God the soul that the primary object attention. 
And this method inquiry has produced literature 
peculiarly rich the analysis the elements true piety. 
predominantly contemplative and devotional, great 
spiritual insight and uplift. And yet constant 
danger refining, until becomes attenuated and 
shadowy result only another kind scholasticism, 
the scholasticism mysticalabsorption. vigor, the 
rough energy that makes any theology effective for ag- 
gressive use. razor, rather than 

The subjective method determines, not only the definition 
theology, but the subdivisions under which its special 
doctrines are brought under review German dogmatic 
treatises. Schleiermacher’s dogmatic plan has already 
been noticed. discourses the Good, the Evil, 
and Salvation. Lange treats Christian doctrine under 
the forms Ideal, Real, and Universal Christology. 
Rothe begins his Dogmatik the statement that its mis- 
sion the analysis and clear portraiture the evangel- 
ical pious consciousness, and accordingly divides theology 
into two parts, the consciousness sin and the conscious- 


q 


Christian Theology. 213 


ness grace. Kahnis, and Luthardt make the 
ecclesiastical consciousness their point departure, and 
the latter defines theology the ecclesiastical science 
Christianity, and again the science the coherence 
dogmas, which theology must reproduce from the relig- 
ious faith the Christian. his 
watchword, determining the form his dogmatic labors, 
tracing this fellowship with God its ground His 
eternal love, its beginning the creation man, its 
disturbance sin, its restoration Jesus Christ, and its 
appropriation faith Him. admirable plan for 
sermon, but according our Anglican standards, 
doubtful incisiveness and efficiency for theological science. 
Luthardt’s watchword reappears Philippi, the very title 
whose book suggestive his method: Church 
Doctrine Faith,” and his divisions treat the original 
fellowship with God, its disturbance, and its restoration. 
The same key-note given Thomasius, who develops 
from the Christological idea the point departure. 
With Hase theology purely descriptive, without any 
attempt reach definite conclusion. defines 
dogmatics living reproduction belief from the 
soul the Dorner regards the vocation 
theology “the exhibition Christianity truth,” 
and the immediate source knowledge declared 
Christian experience faith. Nearly two hundred pages 
are devoted the discussion the dogmatic method, 
under the head Pisteology, and the resultant may 
postulate, its more thorough philosophical exposition. 
Referring Schleiermacher’s doctrine that the pious and 
Christian state the subject constitutes the sole contents 
Christian doctrine and that consequently theology 
exhausts itself the description the Christian conscious- 
ness, without attaining objective knowledge God 
and Christ, Dorner adds: “This cannot agreed to.” 
thinks better say, with Julius Miiller, Hofmann, 
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Thomasius, Nitszch, Lange, and Frank, that “we must 
strive from the religious certainty faith objective 
knowledge God; but that done retrogressively, 
inferring the cause from the effect.” This birth 
objective knowledge, via causalitatis, however, does not 
satisfy Dorner, and allies himself with Liebner, Mart- 
ensen, and Rothe affirming that such objective knowl- 
edge the essential content Christian faith. Faith 
declared, not only have knowledge itself, “and thus 
edge God, which fact the final verification the 


The condensed statement 


the Dutch theologian Van Oosterzee, admirable and 
judicial review this universal German method, that 
here inserted without note comment: the Christ- 
tian truth, accordance with the gospel believed and 
confessed the church, the Christian consciousness gives 
witness, with reason estimated highly. Only where 
objective truth finds point contact the subjective 
consciousness does become the spiritual property 
mankind, and can thus properly understood and val- 
ued. far, and far only, does the Christian conscious- 
ness deserve place among the sources dogmatics. 
But since the doctrine salvation can derived neither 
from reason, nor from feeling, nor from conscience, and 
the internal consciousness only attests and confirms the 
truth after having learned from Scripture, this last 
must always valued the principal source.” 

The present sketch has been confined the influence 
Schleiermacher’s postulate and method upon the devel- 
opment German theology, for the simple reason that 
only Germany have they found congenial soil and 
steady growth. The subjective method, which the 
phrase “Christian Consciousness” sign and exponent, can- 
not said have become domesticated Anglican and 
Amcrican theology. have appropriated some its 
processes and results, but have not transferred the 
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standard authority the care Christian faith. The 
latter for us, most, only interpretive and corrobor- 
ative what the Bible teaches; and only here and there 
has the leap been made the position that nothing can 
true for man “which has not passed through his self-con- 
sciousness, and verified itself before it.” The phrases 
Christian consciousness, God-con- 
sciousness,” are foreign importation, and not fit our 
habits thought; and their philosophical postulates and im- 
plications are best studied among the people with whom 
the vocabulary indigenous. For words are things, and 
these phrases indicate theological method the very re- 
verse that which have pursued and held honor, 
the former being method which faith regarded 
“conscious independence all that external, the 
Scriptures not Contrast with this the definition 
faith the Westminster Shorter Catechism saving 
grace, whereby receive and rest upon Christ alone for 
salvation “as offered the gospel” and the differ- 
ence doctrinal attitude apparent. The German 
method subjective and philosophical, the English meth- 
objective and biblical. The difference constitu- 
tional and ingrained. recalls the old story that when 
Englishman would describe the anatomy 
camel, visits the countries where the camel 
home, while the Frenchman makes occasional excursions 
museum, and the German shuts himself 
his study finding all the needed material his conscious- 
ness. Not but that the German theology will always 
have attractions for few quiet and contemplative minds, 
and remain storehouse the richest devotional litera- 
ture, but its pronounced extreme subjectivity 
prevent its naturalization the English churches, whose 
spirit more practical than philosophical. our 
temper demand the statement truth such form 
that not only evangelical, but evangelistic, and this 
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latter quality the mediation theology plainly deficient. 
has been said keen, though somewhat rude, critic, 
himself German divine, that weighty and 
thoughtful the sermons Nitzsch, Steinmeyer, Sack, 
Miiller, may have been, still they were only reflective, sap- 
less, and bloodless, thoroughly unsuited the people 
here may found the reason, the explanation what 
seems riddle many, that the young generation the- 
ologians passed over unconditionally from the lecture- 
rooms Nitzsch, and Dorner into the camp 
the orthodox, and the pulpit assumed the tone 
and Harms.” The criticism may too sweeping, but 
not wholly undeserved. The theology crystallized 
the moulds the subjective method does not readily yield 
itself aggressive evangelization. 

true that the objective method, which starts from 
the New Testament, consults the history Christian 
thought, and interrogates personal Christian experience, 
the formulation Christian doctrine, may seem dif- 

but slightly from the subjective method, which simply 
reverses the process. Upon such description, the exist- 
ing debate may regarded mainly verbal. What dif- 
ference can make whether proceed from present and 
conscious faith Christ, through history, the New 
Testament, travel from the New Testament, through 
the witnessing church, present knowledge salvation 
not traverse the same path either path 
which Christ starting point and goal? Granting all 
the subjective method can only claim hospitable 
treatment, side side with the older, the objective method, 
and the superiority the former must surrendered. 
not read the subjective method out court, nor 
deny its legitimacy and usefulness, but claim that 
way superior the opposite method, which begins 
where ends,—a reverent reading Holy Scripture. 
Nay, press the claim that the subjective method must 
always great disadvantage dealing with unre- 
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generate men. For postulates faith the hearer. 
begins with man, not with God. not simply Christ- 
ian theology, but pre-eminently theology for Christians. 
excellent for edification, but weak instru- 
ment for awakening. good for the saintly retreat, but 
not for world sinners. cannot theology 
revivals and missions. could not preached China 
and India and Africa. Here the opposite method has the 
unspeakable advantage. begins with “thus saith the 
Lord,” for itself and for others, and makes the divine 
authority prominent. The processes philosophical 
thought frequently need reversed popular appeal. 
The conclusion must announced with the emphasis 
personal conviction, before the proofs can presented 
detail. Now Christianity pre-eminently the religion 
conquest. Its proper vestment the soldier’s armor, not 
the philosopher’s cap and gown. must carried 
pagan, imbruted, worldly, unregenerate men. 
must from the objective side, the full assurance that 
every spear hurled into the hostile camp will quiver 
the enemy’s heart. The soul has echo for the word 
God, but the surest way making men hear that inner 
echo, speak the name the Lord. that, even 
granting the equal legitimacy the subjective with the 
objective method, the latter preferred because 
gives theology that can preached. 

must said, moreover, that the subjective method 
Christian theology has been associated with certain pos- 
tulates theories, justify hesitancy accepting 
its leadership. the first instance was identified with 
the Kantian philosophy, according which can know 
only what the immediate object consciousness,— 
own mental and moral states. All other knowledge 
purely inferential, based upon the law causality. Even 
God can make himself known only certain states 
which conscious, and for whose explanation must 
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assume His action. Him not, cannot, apprehend; 
objective knowledge God impossible, and therefore 
the psychological method the only available one the- 
ology. theory knowledge that shuts man the 
analysis his own mental states, underlies the birth 
the theology that limits Christian doctrine the descrip- 
tion the Christian consciousness. The present article 
does not permit criticism this philosophical postulate, 
nor the present writer competent conduct it. But 
much manifest that higher form heresy 
that Kant himself riddled and that Sir William Hamilton 
exposed and sensation and perception 
are synonomous and equivalent. Sensation the spring 
and concomitant perception, the exciting occasion and 
permanent attendant the same, but the viewed 
the reason through the media the conscious impres- 
sions. That Hamilton’s impregnable affirmation 
demanded the philosophy common sense, affirm- 
ation that strangely abandoned when touched the 
idea God. Religion begins feeling, perception 
begins sensation, but feeling only the spur inciting 
the search truth, whose objective apprehension the 
result, and for whose existence must have objective 
evidence and warrant. 
The main alliance, however, the subjective method 
theology, has been with the bolder philosophy Hegel, 
‘according whom all truth, God included, the result 
process thought. The reason man has only 
look within find the absolute. This may not pan- 
theistic, but the between sucha philosophy and 
pantheism difficult discernment and discovery. The 
significance the Hegelian principle for dogmatics has 
been described loyal disciple forcing the 
concession that revelation authenticates itself 
nal, continuous, internal pervading universal his- 
tory, the immanent process the life God the 
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tary eternal, particular universal, miracu- 
lous spiritually necessary, revelation.” This the 
philosophic atmosphere which the theology built 
the data furnished the “Christian has 
mainly lived, moved, and had its being. will not repeat 
the charge pantheism, which has often and earnestly 
been repudiated and termed the indictment ignorance, 
but the theology certainly has had pantheistic tinge. 
has regarded God pure causality. has spoken 
creation eternal. has gone far say with 
Rothe: Gott keine Welt, und ohne Welt Gott.” 
has identified revelation with reflection, and made in- 
spiration equivalent the gift genius. has made 
the “immanence God” its watchword and test. The 
most thorough-going and consistent exposition the the- 
ology based upon the Christian Consciousness,” from 
American pen, boldly adopts this postulate the Hegel- 
ian philosophy. The history theological thought 
represented determined throughout the idea God 
either immanent transcendent. The first declared 
have been the philosophy the Greek the 
latter regarded distinguishing the theology Aug- 
ustine and the West. Schleiermacher the older 
Greek thought have resumed its place, and 
before its expansive energy Christian theology must 
radically recast. Revelation must conceived 
operative only the reason man, and Christian doc- 
trine must find its authentication the con- 
sciousness. Without criticising the argument, exam- 
ining its historical development, the principle plainly 
announced the God—is the vital question 


involved the debate. What are understand 


the divine immanence? What the scriptural concep- 
tion God’s relation the God immanent 
the world necessity nature and from all eternity, 
related the world the soul the body, thought 
speech? so, the argument closed, for then rev- 


elation universal, and the divine thought articulates 
itself man’s reflection, requiring objective standard 
for its authentication, and resenting its presence. But 
the divine immanence must not held exclude 
God’s eternal transcendence, the divine indwelling 
man does not preclude God’s objective and absolute inde- 
pendence man and the world, evident that how- 
ever true may that the reason man God speaks, 
there room also for divine address the human 
reason. Reflection may form revelation, and 
may always the necessary product revelation, but 
the divine personality not diffused the world and 
man, God retains His conscious and eternal independ- 
ence, reflection cannot the equivalent for revelation, 
and must possible for God make Himself object- 
ively known. transcendent well immanent, 
then man’s thought one thing, and God’s thought 
another thing, however true may that God’s thought 
creative and controlling. And this true, then the 
truth which claims God must find objective 
authentication, and the theological method which begins 
with the recorded word God the safest 
Assuming this the vital issue underlying the debate, 
there can little doubt the final verdict sober 
Christian thinkers. 


ARTICLE II. 
RECENT LIVES CHRIST. 
THE REV. WILLIAMS, D.D., CHICAGO, ILL. 


preparation for study the recent Lives 
Christ, one cannot better than carefully read the 
monographs Canon Farrar the Britan- 
Dr. William Thomson Smith’s Bible Dictionary, and 
Knowledge. article Christology this last work, 
Dr. Philip Schaff, should also read. These articles 
will acquaint with the differing theories and theological 
prepossessions the authors the leading lives 
Christ, and enable understand and make due allow- 
ance for the prejudices the author are reading. 
The immense bibliography connected with the life our 
Lord may studied the various editions Hase’s 
monvmental work. 

The Patristic church made attempt treat the life 
Christ historically critically. was satisfied with 
the simple gospel story. The Harmonies Tatian and 
Ammonius only seek set forth the substantial agree- 
ment the evangelists. Poetical representations the 
life the Apotheosis, Prudentius; 
dramatic, the Suffering Christ, Gregory Nazianzen; 
epic, the Evangelical History the Spanish presbyter, 
Aquilinus Juvencus, who lived the fourth 
century—were frequent and striking. The Greek para- 
phrase the Gospel John, Nonnus Egypt, which 
appeared the fifth century, and the heroic poem the 
Miracles, Coelius Sedulius, the same century, testify 
the interest taken the earthly life Jesus Naza- 
reth. (See article Schaff-Herzog.) 
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Harmonies and poetical treatises were also produced 
the Middle Ages. The Harmony Victor Capua, 
published the ninth century, and the Monotessaron 
Gerson, which appeared Cologne 1471, were thor- 
ough and Two the many lives Christ 
written this medizval period for purposes devotion 
are worthy notice: the work Bonaventura, first 
printed 1480, and appearing London English 
translation lately 1881; and the work Ludolphus 
Saxo, Carthusian monk who lived Strasburg about 
the middle the fourteenth century. His book was 
printed Strasburg 1470 and Brussels 1870. 

the lives Christ written prior the eighteenth 
century, the one Jeremy Taylor, which appeared about 
1653, alone has permanent value. For the richness and 
beauty its style, the serenity and devoutness its 
spirit, this life still worthy study. The life John 
Fleetwood (probably assumed name), which some- 
times bound with life John the Baptist, the twelve 
apostles, and the Virgin Mary, appeared about the middle 
the last century, and till very recently held its place 
popular presentation the historical facts connected 
with our Saviour’s public ministry. The sale the book 
still continues, though its scholarship far from accurate. 

Schaff and many others have pointed out, the begin- 
nings new era the biblical study may 
traced the writings the English deists the last 
century. Their hostile criticisms were met such En- 
glishmen Lardner, Stackhouse, Paley, and such 
Germans Diderlein, Semler, Reinhard, Herder, and 
Jacob Hess. But the great impulse which led the 
modern critical study the gospel history, and, above 
all, its central personage, was furnished Schleier- 
macher’s lectures Berlin. These lectures, first given 
1819, and many times repeated, were published from notes 
his possession Riittenik 1864. 

says Farrar, “wished steer be- 
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tween the Ebionitic and the Docetic views Christ, but 
while maintaining the divinity, systematically endeav- 
ors reduce the miracles within the scope natural 
laws, and treats even the resurrection rationalizing 
manner, though Jesus had not really died. Hase leans 
the same direction, supposing that Jesus possessed 
some unknown power, and sort sanative 
Both writers seem have had Paulus mind, who 
sought explain away the supernatural elements the 
Gospels, while yet accepting the evangelists 
worthy witnesses. lectures Tiibingen 
—published Leben Jesu 1829, fifth edition 
1865, and still more expanded form History 
Jesus 1875—also helped forward the new movement. 
The works such negative and destructive critics 
Paulus (1828), Strauss (1835-65), and their followers, were 
ably answered Protestant writers like Neander (1837, 
seventh edition his Life Christ dated 1873), 
Tholuck (1837), Ebrard (1842), Wieseler (1843), Lange 
(1843-71), Hahn (1844); and Roman Catholic writers like 
Kuhn (1838), Sepp (1843), Bucher (1859), and Bishop 
Dupanloup Paris (1870). The writings the Tiibingen 
school, which the great names are Bruno Bauer 
50), Baur (1847-53), Hilgenfeld (1854), and Volkmar 
(1857), were the providential cause Ewald’s History 
Christ and his Times work which Dr. Howard 
Crosby characterizes “learned but unsatisfactory,” but 
which has nevertheless been productive good, and 
worthy the attention the careful student. opposi- 
tion the theories the same school are the works 
Lichtenstein (1856), Riggenbach (1858), Baumgarten (1859), 
and Bishop Ellicott (1860). Renan’s Life, sparkling like 
diamond, popular and sceptical, was published 1863: 
Schenkel’s Charakterbild Jesu 1864. later work 
this author the Christ the apostles and the sub- 
apostolic times, appeared 1878; Keim’s Historic Christ 
appeared 1865; his Jesus Nazareth 1867-72; Haus- 
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rath’s The Times Jesus 1870; Wittichen’s Life 
Jesus 1876, and Volkmar’s Jesus the Nazarene 1881. 
contrast with these publications, and some sense 
answer them, are Pressensé’s Jesus Christ, his times, 
his life, his work (1865), Weizsiicker’s Researches the 
Evangelical History (1864), Gess’s The Person and Work 
Christ (1870-79), Dupanloup’s History our Lord 
Jesus Christ (1870), Rev. Andrews’ Life our Lord 
the Earth (1863), Farrar’s Life Christ (1874), 
and Cunningham Geikie’s Life and Words Christ (1877). 
The second volume the Roman Catholic writer Bou- 
Christianity and the Present Time, entitled Jesus 
Christ, should mentioned; and also the great work 
Joseph Grimm, The Life Jesus according the Four 
Evangelists, which the first volume was published 
1876, and which thus far the best life Christ which 
the Romish Church has given us. Two lives the first 
importance have lately come from the press, that Pro- 
fessor Bernhard Weiss, Berlin, and that Dr. Alfred 
Edersheim, England. the Doctrine the Person 
Christ, the great work Dorner still our 
chief authority. Reference should here made Ecce 
Homo, Dr. Joseph Parker’s Ecce Deus, written 
answer it, Dr. Parker’s The Inner Life Jesus, and 
such monographs Canon Liddon’s Bampton Lect- 
ures Our Lord’s Divinity (1866), Hardwick’s Christ 
and other Masters (1855-8), Professor Fairbairn’s 
Studies the Life Christ (1880), and the Rev. Dr. 
Blaikie’s The Public Ministry and Pastoral Methods 
Our Lord (1883). this work Professor Blaikie, which 
made lectures given the students New Col- 
lege, Edinburg, recent reviewer has said: “It care- 
ful study our Lord minister among men, examin- 
ing his propositions, his spirit, his work teacher, his 
discourses, and his dealings with the apostles, and the 
different classes with which came contact. The 
whole considered example for the Christian 
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istry to-day.” The work extremely interesting, and 
should thoughtfully and widely read. The influence 
Supernatural Religion, great has been weakening 
confidence the credibility the New Testament writ- 
ers, has been almost entirely destroyed with unprejudiced 
minds Bishop Lightfoot’s remarkable articles the 
Contemporary Review, and Rev. Henry Wace’s Bamp- 
ton Lectures 1882, entitled The Gospel and its Wit- 
nesses: the Principal Facts the Life our Lord, and 
the Authority the Evangelical Narratives. 

The Christ History, John Young, LL.D., Edin- 
burg, published London, 1855, and republished this 
country Robert Carter and Brother, New York, 
able and interesting argument, which the author seeks 
show that the admitted facts the personal life and 
ministry Jesus Nazareth can explained only upon 
the supposition that was divine; that his public ministry 
and his spiritual character cannot reconciled with the 
outer conditions his life those who deny his deity 
word, that the incarnation, which unites the divine 
and the human, the only possible explanation his 
unique person and history. 

Passing, now, from this historical sketch, for the mate- 
rials which indebted the catalogues, and 
Farrar’s summary, and which have prepared order 
show the extraordinary energy with which studies that 
centre the Gospels and around the person Christ 
have been pursued during the last fifty years, come 
now brief review those Lives Christ which are 
accessible English, and with which are all more 
less familiar. 

And, first, let speak those Lives Christ which 
may termed partial, incomplete, and which relate 
some special aspect his work phase his character. 
Two these Lives are very stimulating and helpful,—that 
Dr. Joseph Parker the Inner Life Christ (three 
volumes, 1882), and Studies the Life Christ, Rev. 
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Fairbairn Parker’s volumes are remark- 
able for the evidence they furnish careful study, for 
keen insight, for fresh, original thought, for felicitous 
for the reverent, devout spirit which per- 
vades them. The work has evidently grown out ser- 
mons preached the City Temple, and therefore 
practical and timely. Professor Fairbairn’s book schol- 
arly and instructive. Its chapters first saw the light 
Sunday Evening Lectures Aberdeen, and are now 


printed preparatory larger and more comprehen- 


sive work, for which impatiently wait. The titles 
these discourses are full suggestions; viz., The Histori- 
cal Conditions; The Narrative the Birth and Infancy 
The Growth and Education Jesus, His Personality 
The Baptist and the Christ; The Temptation 
The new Teacher; The Kingdom Heaven; Galilee, 
Judea, Samaria; The Master and the Disciples; The Ear- 
lier Miracles; Jesus and the Jews; The Later 
The Later Miracles; Jericho and Jerusalem Gethsemane 
The Betrayer; The Chief Priests, the Trial; The Cruci- 
fixion; The Resurrection. The work not easy reading. 
Though the style clear, and the words well chosen, the 
sentences are overloaded with thought. pardonable 
fault, indeed, only let the student save the book for the 
freshest and best hours his working life, rather than for 
the restful and dreamy days vacation. 

Another treatise surpassing merit Archdeacon 
Hardwick’s Christ and Other Masters. The reader 
this work thinks once the Rev. Maurice’s The 
Religions the World and their Relations Christian- 
ity. Archdeacon Hardwick’s object exhibit the real 
position and relation Christianity those other relig- 
ions which have had and continue have great 
influence mankind. The four parts. The first 
introductory, and treats the religious tendencies 
the present age, the unity the human race, the charac- 
teristics religion under the Old Testament; the second 
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part, the religion Judea; the third, the religions 
China, America, and Oceanica the fourth, those Egypt 
and Medo-Persia. Everywhere the hand master, 
and while the treatise only essay upon comparative 
religion, and therefore falls into the class writings 
which such books the Rev. James Freeman Clarke’s 
Ten Great Religions and Johnson’s Oriental. Religions 
belong, far superiortothem. indeed, among the 
few books which every minister ought read. 
book which broadens one’s views, and strengthens one’s 
faith the historic truth the Christian religion and 
its immense superiority any other religion which has 
received the allegiance of-any the families men. 
Here, too, may speak Dr. Sears’s The Fourth 
Gospel, the Heart Christ, published Boston 1872. 
Dr. Sears gives picture Christ, appears 
the writings St. his treatment the super- 
natural, miracles, Gnosticism, the Johannean writings, 
unusually fresh and instructive. Without claim- 
ing complete life Christ, but furnishing 
picture the Christ the Apostle John, believe the 
book will have permanent place theological literature. 
The tenth chapter Dr. Bushnell’s Nature and the 
Supernatural, entitled, The Character Jesus, pre- 
venting his possible classification with men, should not 
overlooked. Whatever may the fate the work 
which this chapter part, safe say that this 
chapter will live for centuries. Dr. Bushnell’s 
freshest and most characteristic brilliant, 
profound, and reverent. inferior respect 
Ullman’s epoch-making book the Sinlessness Christ. 
This the place, also, which mention Professor 
Henry Goodwin’s Christ and Humanity; Life 
Christ, Dr. Howard Crosby; another Dr. Deems, 
and another Edmund Kirk, the latter chiefly the 
words the evangelists; and Dr. Schauffler’s 
Meditations the Last Days Christ. Dr. Schauffler 
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was one our most distinguished missionaries, and his 
book, published the American Tract Society many 
years ago; consists series devout meditations 
designed quicken and strengthen piety. Ecce Homo, 
appearing more than twenty years since, remains the 
front line suggestive, stimulating, though rationalistic, 
lives Christ. For pure, perspicuous for manly 
expression; for vigorous, original thought; for striking 
ways restating old truths, Ecce Homo has become 
classic. Its heterodoxy, heterodox be, has been met 
Dr. Parker Ecce Deus, which should read 
connection with it. Those who are interested looking 
the life Jesus from Swedenborgian point view 
will find pleasure Deus-Homo, God-Man, Theo- 
philus Parsons, late Professor Law Harvard Univer- 
sity. The aim Deus-Homo neither controversial nor 
The author believes that Christ the divine 
human, and that the human divine also; that God 
and man, perfectly and full degree. The book was 
published Chicago 1867 Myers and Chand- 
ler. The Christ Humanity; or, the Enigmas Chris- 
tianity, George Reber (Charles Somerby, New 
York, 1876), will not convince many readers that St. John 
never saw Asia Minor that was the author 
the Fourth Gospel. that the Christ wor- 
ship the creation St. Paul will find little favor. 
Christ and Humanity, Professor Goodwin, of: 
Olivet College, thoughtful book, but has not had 
extensive sale. parts. The first part made 
discourses Christ and Humanity: the second 
historical and critical review the doctrine Christ’s 
person. This review has cost the author much study, and 
furnishes much valuable knowledge. Rejecting the 
modified Sabellianism Dr. Bushnell, whom the work 
dedicated, Professor Goodwin ranges himself with the 
Kenoticists, Zinzendorf, Thomasius, Liebner, Gess, von 
Hofmann, Kahnis, Delitzsch, Kiibel, Lange, 
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Ebrard, Godet, Pressensé, and Dr. Howard Crosby. 
These Kenoticists say that Christ has but one conscious- 
ness and but one will; that his (Phil. ii. 6-8; cf. 
Cor. John 14; Heb. ii. 17, 18; actu- 
ally laid aside, abandoned, the attributes omnipotence, 
onmiscience, and omnipresence during the whole period 
the incarnation. These writers differ the degree 
the which they advocate. Kahnis and Lange think 
that not using, rather than not possessing, these 
attributes. Dr. Crosby says that our Lord reduced him- 
self the dimensions humanity, but adds that this 
subject about which cannot speculate, inasmuch 
transcends human thought. Professor Goodwin believes 
that the Adyos the human pre-existing element which 
“became incarnate taking flesh, and which occupies 
the place the soul. incarnate, the divine must 
harmonized; this limitation, and implies progress 
from ignorance knowledge and wisdom. The Word 
did not assume flesh, but decame flesh. the true idea 
God includes humanity, the true idea Man 
cludes God. Their essential unity the basis the 

have already spoken the lives Christ Strauss 
and Renan. The positions Strauss his earlier work 
were carefully.considered and honestly met 
tude able and scholarly men. Hence his second and 
more popular Life Jesus for the common people, which 
still circulation. Both these books are painful 
reading. They give evidence vast, but perverted, 
knowledge, and plead eloquently and piteously for that 
“fear the Lord which the beginning wisdom.” 

Renan, scholarly after the French style, clear cut, brill- 
iant, popular, has had more readers than any other infidel 
writer, and, his confident yet not over-accurate state- 
ments, has shattered the faith Life 
Jesus, though little more than “historical has 
been answered, England and 
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America well. The reply both Strauss and Renan, 
Dr. Schaff, published the American Tract Society 
1865, and entitled The Person Christ, the Miracle 
History, and containing collection the testimonies 
unbelievers the deity Christ, has value inverse 
ratio its size. This little book which ought 
into every library. 

Another fragmentary life, and one which rejects the 
Fourth Gospel the work St. John, able, yet far from 
convincing, from the pen Sir Hanson, English 
judge residing Australia. This life, The Jesus His- 
tory, was published London Williams and Norgate 
this work Jesus humble peasant who leads 
pure and holy gives wise and useful instruction. 
such was looked upon the Jews fanatic. 
His claim king brought him into collision with the 
Roman authorities and led his crucifixion. 
style strong and clear. sums opinions like 
judge. Hestrives fair, but evident every page 
that has never seen “the Lamb God which taketh 
away the sin the world,” that simply critic deal- 
ing with data which may may not true, and the 
truth falsity which, startling the thought first, 
after all matter real consequence. His position 
virtually that Monsieur+J. Cohen, the Deicides, 
(Michael Levy Fréres, Paris, the Jews are not 
justly chargeable with guilt seeking the death Jesus, 
inasmuch as, with their training and prejudice, they could 
not accept him their Messiah. 

Most the other Lives Christ, which are easily ob- 
tained, may grouped two those 
which are popular rather than scientific, and those which 
are severely critical. The value Lives the first class 
depends very largely upon the extent which they carry 
out the purpose for which they were written. com- 
pilation may have far greater merit than original 
production. 
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One the best popular Lives Christ Hesba Stret- 
ton, well-known Sunday-school writer. Her book, The 
Wonderful Life, (Dodd and Mead: New York, 1874) 
only slight sketch,” but that “sketch” 325 small 
pages Miss Stretton sets forth all the facts the earthly 
ministry with clearness and force. She makes preten- 
sions originality scholarship. She enters into other 
people’s labors, appropriates and arranges suits her 
taste. The book worthy place every Sunday-school 
library and would read with pleasure and profit 
many man who has time for Geikie, Hanna, Far- 
rar. Another excellent work this same class Life 
Jesus for the Young, especially for young men six- 
teen thereabouts, Dr. Joseph Thompson, the lam- 
ented pastor the Broadway Tabernacle. Style, arrange- 
ment, thought, theology are characteristic the author. 
The book one which father would gladly put into the 
hands son entering college leaving home for 
life the great business centres. Its high price has stood 
the way its circulation. 

Immanuel, The Life Christ, Dr. Zachary Eddy, 
with rich and brilliant introduction Dr. Storrs, 
published Springfield, Mass., Holland and Co. 
1868, and sold only subscription, book which 
has some faults and many decided merits. contains the 
fruits the faithful study many style 
somewhat sermonic, magisterial, dogmatic. is, 
rather was, fairly abreast modern learning, yet no- 
where gives evidence any thorough acquaintance 
with the positions the distinctively critical school 
our day. Asa popular treatise, written for rural homes, 
for Sunday afternoons, and help devotion, the work 
that had been one-half large its value would have 
been more than doubled. 

The Life Christ Dean Milman, and forming por- 
tion his History Christianity, summary the 
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main facts the public ministry. such clear and 
interesting. has been made with due regard for what 
follow, and neither full nor meagre. compilation 
like this Dean Milman sometimes affords pleasure 
reading which not found the pages Geikie 
Farrar. Perhaps the reason that such compilations are 
compelled pay due regard what may called “the 
perspective history.” mere compendium, belonging 
the Series Hand Books for Bible Classes and 
Clark, Edinburgh, and prepared Rev. James Stalker, 
and comprising only one hundred and thirty-eight pages, 
is, judgment, one the best books its kind 
existence. Its author something more than compiler. 
has mastered the difficulties his subject. writes 
like scholar, yet without making his scholarship prom- 
inent. analysis sharp and thorough. His pages 
abound startling, suggestive contrasts. Ina single sen- 
tence often packs away the learning volumes. This 
one the books kept the study table for constant 
use. The Life Christ Dr. Lyman Abbott schol- 
arly and devout. makes wise use the better com- 
mentaries, modern geographical and archaeological re- 
searches, essays specialists controverted points, and 
the works Ellicott, Andrews, Neander, and Lange. 
tolerably full life, written with great care, and contained 
volume moderate size, Dr. Abbott’s book 
unreservedly commended. 


word should here added reference the bril- 


liant fragment the Life our Lord the Rev. Henry 
Ward Beecher. little value the production 
scholar, yet not without scholarly pretensions, full 
suggestions every page. Yet everywhere lacks 
completeness, and without perspective even where 
claims finished. Like its author immensely 
stimulating. read again. How marvellous 
the language! striking the imagery! How wide 
the sweep thought! What intuitions, what 
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second perusal even more satisfactory than the first. 
Nevertheless, one feels, though would hard 
why, that the book not one thoroughly trusted, 
pass into history classic. sake its author 
rather hope that the long-promised second volume 
will not appear. Nevertheless let one who can, fail 
read the volume which has already appeared. 

Turning now that class lives which claim 
original and scientific find that they fall into two 
groups. the first group are such livesas Hanna’s, Far- 
rar’s, Geikie’s, and the second, such 
Lives those Hase, Neander, Liddon, Ellicott, Andrews, 
Weiss, and Keim. 

The Life our Lord, the Rev. William Hanna, D.D., 
LL.D., was brought out this country the house 
Robert Carter and Brother, 1870. was six vol- 
umes, though the volumes did not appear simultaneously 
nor chronological order, but they grew out the 
author’s ministry. Thus the volume the Last Day 
Our Lord’s Passion was published several years before 
the other volumes the series. later editions the six 
volumes were compressed into single volume. For fam- 
ily use, for devotional purposes, for the restfulness, and 
peace its perusal produces, this Life merits high praise. 
Its scholarship trustworthy. The best results mod- 
ern research are made use of. main purpose 
present the facts our Lord’s life and persuade 
his readers believe Him. Hence the devoutness and 
reverence the volumes, the spirit genuine piety that 
breathes forth from every page. 

marks very clearly the divisions time our 
Lord’s ministry. The beginning and end each 
its periods are set forth distinctly. Nowhere can read 
chapter without feeling that the author has thought his 
way through the subject which treats. quotes 
sparingly, and chiefly from the Scriptures. 

The one fault the work, fault be, the monotony 
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the style. This too uniformly excellent. There are 
passages which take into the author’s confidence, 
where talks with us. never forgets that the 
preacher and that are listeners. make the best 
use the book, therefore, when read but one two 
chapters time, and keep hand for comfort and 
instruction, weary, lonely, despondent hours. The vol- 
ume should all our parish libraries. 

Farrar’s Life (E. Dutton and Company, 1874) both 
its original two volume edition, and the cheaper one 
volume edition, too well-known call for extended 
notice. The grace and ease its style, the fulness its 
notes, the clearness its divisions, its wise summaries 
disputed points the opinions many investigators, the 
movement and rhythm its sentences have given pop- 
ularity which other life Christ has yet attained. 
1881 had passed through twenty-three editions 
England, addition equally wide circulation 
Canada and the United States. And yet, few ministers, 
well-trained laymen, think, read the book with entire 
satisfaction. There little too much the 
it. has unpleasant suggestion the newspaper. 
too sensational, too dramatic for the subjects 
which treats. Could borrow some the dignity and 
reverent piety Hanna, and repay the debt thus created 
with some the felicities its language, and some the 
sprightliness its style, should have two well-nigh 
perfect treatises the life Christ the English tongue. 

The Life and Words Christ Cunningham 
Appleton and Company) perhaps princeps, among 
the popular Lives Christ. Dr. Geikie man vast 
learning. gathers every kind. Unlike Hanna’s 
his pages bristle with quotations from all sorts books. 
often wish, the weariness our flesh, that would 
content give the facts, and set less store names 
and authorities, that would diminish the number his 
pages putting into them less lumber. Yet his use 
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archaeological, ethnological, historical, geographical, and 
exegetical learning marvellous. Taking the notes 
the end the volumes into account, know not where 
another such mine information found. But, 
hazardous make the statement, not alto- 
gether like Dr. Geikie’s book. safer than 
not stilted, richly monotonous its style Hanna’s 
but doubt, after all, their equal. Its para- 
phrases the words the evangelists seem unfor- 
tunate and out place. Not infrequently they are posi- 
tively flat, repulsive even. For myself make haste 
turn from its perusal the clear, simple, crisp sentences 
the Gospel writers. Having said this, still remains 
true that Geikie’s Life Christ masterful production. 
This Life, with the Lives Farrar, will furnish 
most intelligent people with all the reading this sort 
which they will have. Critical minds, however, will 
not content stop here. Edersheim’s Life and Times 
Jesus the Messiah (A. Randolph and Company, 
1884) two volumes 698 and 826 pages respectively, 
will therefore claim attention, and claim the work 
Jew immense erudition, and the most devout Christ- 
ian spirit. placing this work among the popular lives 
Christ, fear lest have made mistake. True, the 
work has reached second edition, and this for costly 
work, six dollars net, may taken convincing testi- 
mony its popularity. Yet doubt the common peo- 
ple will ever hear Edersheim gladly. hesitate 
speak positively, but seems that his pages are too 
full curious learning, and carefully expressed thought, 
for all save thoroughly disciplined readers. Those who 
read these pages and understand them,—the style 
not always find themselves amply repaid. Dr. 
Edersheim gives picture the times which Jesus 
here may compare Professor Delitzsch’s 
Day Capernaum,—shows the homes the people, 
introduces their customs, makes feel the burdens 
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both their religion and their government. With him 
guide form acquaintance with the schools 
that early day, and enter into sympathy with the wise 
Gamaliel, the devout Simeon, the zealous Saul. one 
who has yet written the life and times Jesus has 
brought his task such familiar acquaintance with Jew- 
ish learning Dr. Edersheim. Forthis reason the volumes 
are unique and important. They are too scholarly and 
critical for the daily reading the average Christian 
family. They lack the glow and devoutness spirit for 
which, works like this, the common mind invariably 
looks. But scholars cannot afford neglect them. 

The Life Christ DePressensé, has never had large 
circulation this country. work with many spec- 
ially valuable features. has all the sharpness analysis 
the clearness thought, the crispness expression which 
characterize the French mind. Nor does unction.” 
very the events connected with the life John 
the Baptist, and his relations Jesus. paints its 
pictures single sentences, and paints them that 
can see them, and tell what they are. only see how 
differently the French mind, even when profoundly Christ- 
ian, treats the same subject from the German, the English, 
American, should read this work DePressensé. 
For similar reason recommend the perusal Mozoom- 
dar’s Oriental series meditations, themselves 
particular value, but suggestive Hindu mind and 
Hindu thought. 


the Bampton lectures for 1865 our Lord’s Divin- 
ity, Canon Liddon, need simply say that rich 
patristic learning and accompanied body notes 
whose reading almost liberal education. Exegetically 
considered, Bishop Ellicott’s Hulsean lectures for the year 
1859, are quite good the Bampton lectures Canon 
Liddon. Here every word weighed and every position 
fortified with ample learning and great skill. The mas- 
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tery these two books will more for the minister than 
the reading dozen such Lives Geikie’s Farrar’s. 
Superior either them some respects the unpre- 
tending Life Our Lord, Considered its Historical, 
Chronological, and Geographical Relations, the Rev. 
S.J. Andrews Hartford,Conn. This Life was published 
the Scribners 1873, and full painstaking research. 
have found the study this book exceedingly prof- 
itable. harmony usually follows Robinson, though 
everywhere independent thinker. 

Here too must refer again Neander’s Life Christ, 
book which will never grow old cease fragrant 
with memories the simple, childlike spirit its distin- 
guished author. Most are familiar with the English 
translation this work made 1847, and now appearing 
Bohn’s library. The book should read few pages 
time, with knowledge the circumstances which 
was written. Not more learned, but with greater 
appearance learning, Hase’s Life Christ. For its 
stores information, well for its methods treating 
the records the New Testament, this life should 
constantly consulted. summary opinions, and for 
its bibliography the Lives Christ, this treatise has 
never been surpassed. minutely critical but rational- 
istic its tendencies though claiming orthodox. 

The two Lives which now speak are those 
Keim and Weiss. Both are critical. They are books 
studied, rather than read. From differing points 
view these two writers seek cover the whole field 
gospel study. That the results their efforts will 
universally acceptable, either rationalistic ortho- 
dox circles, very much doubt. Both works are great 
Keim for the thoroughness its investi- 
gations from rationalistic point view, that Weiss 
the latest critical work orthodox German theolog- 
ical professor. According the Joseph Cook, the 
three best Lives Christ existence are those Keim, 
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Weiss, and Edersheim. not yet prepared accept 
his opinion. For Lange’s encyclopaedic work have 
great admiration. thesaurusof learning. Like the 
commentaries that bear his name contains every thing. 
heavy, dull, fanciful, faulty arrangement, not 
abreast with the scholarship to-day, yet, for the wise 
and plodding student, doubt has been superseded 
even Mr. Cook’s trinity writers. 

this brief sketch have given little but names and 
titles. volume would needed for any adequate criti- 
cism the authors whom have referred. hope have 
done none them injustice. With varying merit the 
treatment the later portions our Lord’s min- 
istry, they seem alike fail their attempts describe 
the closing scenes his earthly life. Like General Lew 
Wallace’s charming Ben Hur, their final chapters invari- 
ably disappoint us. because our inability com- 
prehend the height and depth, the length and breadth 
the love God Jesus Christ, enter into complete 
sympathy with Him His Passion? not this proof 
our Lord’s proof also the inspiration 
the Evangelists, who write neither too much nor too 
little, whose pages the story this wonderful life 
moves steadily the consummation the cross, 
the burial the sepulchre, the resurrection the 
third day, the ascension from Olivet, the outpouring 
the Holy Spirit Pentecost that upper room where 
the disciples gathered Jerusalem? Let scholars and 
critics continue write they will. The Four Gospels 
are after all our only storehouse facts, the only witnesses 
whom must all content appeal. lives 
Him who spoke man never spake, will ever produced 
which will repay study like the simple evangelical narra- 
tives. these must ever return with increasing con- 
fidence and admiration. “But these are written that 
might believe that Jesus the Christ, the Son God; 


and that believing might have life through His name,” 
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ARTICLE 


SOUL AND BODY. 


PROFESSOR JOHN DEWEY, PH.D., MICHIGAN UNIVERSITY. 


LEST the reader trained which holds that 
there nothing said the relations soul and body, 
except that there soul and there body and that the 
must seem him attempt solve the let 
say word two avoid misapprehension. Lotze has 
somewhere called attention the fact that the natural 
tendency historical age, priding itself its historical 
sense, and working historical method, surrender 
the understanding the imagination, and demand pic- 
tures instead principles. are not contented until 
can see the object matter series definite images. 
Instead explanation want drama before our eyes. 
because this tendency, believe, that assumed 
that there some difficulty special kind surrounding 
the question the relations soul and body which makes 
all attempts consider the subject necessarily futile. 
seems assumed the one hand that nothing can 
said about unless can see into the bowels the mol- 
ecules constituting the brain, and behold from their mutu- 
attractions and repulsions, sensation and thought 
engendered. the other hand, assumed that 
know any thing about the relations soul and body, 
must able contemplate the soul, seated throne 
the body, thence sending forth her messengers lay 
hold the nerves and cause them bring her reports 
what going the outlying regions domain, 
execute her orders among refractory subjects. 
the only way knowing any thing about their relations 
were some such imaginative exploit, the question were 
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well called insoluble. But questions, science and phil- 
osophy can well testify, are more often insoluble reason 
some unnecessary and absurd assumption, than from the 
inherent nature the case. And the failure all 
attempts this line rather, conceive, testimony the 
absurdity the mode search, than the absurdity 
the question itself. have understanding well 
imagination principles may thought well pictures 
seen; lawsexist wellas panoramas. may 
the attempt imagine the neural and psychical processes 
see transition from one another, and confine 
ourselves the less picturesque, but more hopeful, task 
inquiring what principles shall employed order 
render intelligible the relations the physical and psy- 
chical, far these relations have been actually made 
known. have certain facts declared physiology 
and The sole question is: what principles, 
shall use order explain these facts, 
them? say that this cannot done simply say 
that there are facts the universe which are utterly 
irrational, which have meaning. And the one who has 
the.capacity discovering his reason that facts 
are non-rational his reason, the one whom 
address. 

Therefore, again stated that the object this 
paper consider the relations and body, hope 
will that the object not get into the 
inside nature and behold with mortal eyes what go- 
ing there, but the less ambitious one inquiring what 
principles must used order give meaning the 
facts the case. How shall the facts physiological 
psychology interpreted 

What are these facts? 

First. The nervous system, complex is, consists 
ultimately fibres and cells. The fibres serve normally 
conduct transfer nervous stimuli either from the 
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organ sense some collection cells, ganglion, 
from this centre back the muscles and glands, from 
one such centre another. The cells, the other hand, 
receive the stimuli brought them the surface, and 
react upon them such way either neutralize them 
from their own supply force, set free their 
own nervous energy. short, the fibres conduct the 
nervous energy; the cells produce and regulate its dis- 
tribution. Thisdistinction the mode work the 
two elements exists. But has been usual regard this 
ration functions. This introduces dualism into the 
action the nervous system the start. has been 
held that the fibres are purely passive and receptive, while 
cells are active. This leads this result: the cells alone 
are regarded having psychical bearings, that the 
brain held the sole organ the mind. The 
nerves and the peripheral organs are eliminated. Some 
even far hold that the brain there must 
some particular set cells which all stimuli must 
conducted, and that this alone the organ the soul. 
must avoid, the outset, any such error. The truth 
that the distinction between fibre and cell relative 
one. Fibres possess activity their own well 
the cells, and cells conduct. The fibre not string 
which, pulled one end, rings bell the other, 
remaining the meantime indifferent the process; 
series nervous elements each reacting upon the stimu- 
lus the one before it, the cell reacts the whole, and 
each passing the one after it, the cell distrib- 
utes itsenergy. is, effect,a connected series cells. 
What makes behave differently from the cell proper the 
fact that its power resistance small, and its stored 
energy relatively soslight. The cell, the other hand, 
something more than explosive; conductor. 
there difference, chemically, between the firing 
gunpowder train and the resulting explosion the 


242 Soul and Body. [April, 


magazine, there none, between the 
processes the nerve and cell. The difference the 
result both cases due partly the amount energy 
hand set free, and still more the resistance 
offered. the cell there are tracks laid down for the 
carrying off the energy introduced. meets resistance, 
friction, and accumulates till either the cell energy inhibits 
that introduced, reacts upon increase it, and 
send forth through the 

may seem have dwelt needlessly upon simple 
point, but the foundation any further approach 
correct theory psycho-physiological relations. The 
conclusion which warrants this respect all impor- 
tant. this: The psychical homogeneously 
related the physiological. Whatever the relation 
the psychical the neural, related the same man- 
ner all parts the neural. The brain more the 
organ mind than the spinal cord, the spinal cord more 
than the peripheral endings thenerve fibres. The brain 
undoubtedly most closely and most influentially connected 
with the life the soul, but its connection the same 
kind that every other part the nervous system. 
Now this gives but one alternative: either there 
absolutely connection between the body and soul 
any point whatever, else the soul is, through the nerves, 
present body. This means that the psychical 
immanent the physical. deny this back 
the position, and make miracle the whole 
some utterly foreign power make 
the transition which actually found. This may cater 
our love pictures, but out the line which 
have laid down for ourselves. The nineteenth century 
substitute double-faced substance another ex- 


This not theory, but physiological fact. The experimental data with 
the conclusions warranted will found set forth Wundt, Mechanik der 
Nerven, und der physiologischen Psychologie, vol. pages 
240-64. 
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cursion into the land fancy sketches. makes the 
imagination the source ontology. But fares even 
worse than the Cartesian scheme. double-faced sub- 
stance not only refuses thought, but, one 
earnest, refuses imagined. the result the 
decrepitude the imagination well the laziness 
thought. Not colors for the imagination see, but prin- 
ciples for the understanding think, the desideratum. 
That compromise which seemed think that the problem 
the relations soul and body was simplified the con- 
possible, and excluded first from the fibre, then from 
the spinal cord, then from the basal ganglia, the cerebel- 
lum, all the cerebrum except the cortex, then possibly 
one point the too, must abandoned. 
The fact is, that the action the nervous tissue the 
same kind the cortex and the peripheral fibre, and 
hence any part the nervous system has any connec- 
tion with the soul which not supernatural character, 
every part must have, kind, the same. All, none, 
the disjunction forced upon us. The immanence the 
psychical the physical is, therefore, the foundation 
our future inquiry. The nature the immanence must 
now inquired into. That there unity function 
the cell and fibre established. What this function 
and what conclusion warrants are the questions now 
asked. 

Second. The fundamental nervous activity process 
adjustment, consisting twofold contemporaneous 
turn the same physiological authorities whence 
learned the homogeneous nature the action fibre 
and cell, shall learn what this action is. Nervous tis- 
sue, the first place, wherever found highly unstable 
chemical compound. Any excitation tends set such 
chemical change will reduce relatively simpler 
and more stable compounds. There thus set free 
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amount energy equivalent the amount which would 
required lift this lower compound its higher 
state again. The potential energy the unstable com- 
pound has, short, become kinetic. The first element 
nervous action is, therefore, the excitatory stimulating, 
which has the setting free nervous energy for its result. 
But this were all, the energy the nervous system 
would soon used up. Every stimulus would set free 
nervous force, and the result would that the body would 
respond every stimulus, however slight, and the pro- 
cess would end only with the complete exhaustion the 
power. would physically the condition those 
having the Saint Vitus’s dance; mentally, the state 
some the insane, who, having reserve power, react 
violently upon every impression, intellectual emotional, 
until they sink into stupor, out which they come only 
repeat the process. short, there must something 
which gives control, which regulates the reaction, and 
which also ensures reserve power. There must 
opposed the exciting activity one which resists, and 
thereby prevents the whole force hand, the whole 
unstable compound, from being used, and which also 
complementary process. Not only energy being 
constantly put forth, but energy being constantly stored 
rendered latent. Not all the force which comes 
nervous element employed breaking down the un- 
stable compounds and thereby losing energy; part —in 
some cases much the greater used building 
these unstable compounds, thereby forming reservoir 
energy for future use, while the process itself acts 
restraint upon, control over, the excitatory Every 
nervous action is, therefore, reciprocal function stimu- 
lation, excitation,and inhibition; control through repression. 
Every nervous activity essentially adjustment. 
called forth through the stimulus, but the stimulus not the 
sole factor; does not wander its own sweet will, but 
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checked and directed the reacting activity, the inhib- 
iting. This true, course, every process, whether 
occurring fibre cell; but because the structural 
differences between the two, previously spoken of, the 
former mode action greatly predominates over the other 
the fibre; while the cell the inhibitory activity 
exceeds the expense the stimulating. Since the fibres 
correspond, general way, the peripheral nerve sys- 
tem and the cells the central, may truly enough 
said that the stimulating exciting the peripheral, and 
the reacting and controlling the central ganglionic. 

Looked from this point view, unitary nervous 
activity evidently that known reflex action. that, 
have precisely these relations excitement the one 
hand, and adjusting activity the other, which 
have just been speaking. Our conclusions are follows: 
there fundamental mode nervous activity; this 
the psychical immanent. This mode activity 
adjusting activity; therefore the psychical immanent 
the physical directing toward given end. not 
only immanent, but teleologically immanent. This 
teleological character seen the nature the function 
itself just described. The loss the proper proportion 
the stimulating and the inhibiting activity token 
morbid disorder. pathological. the centres react 
feeble stimuli, they squander their force upon the little 
stimuli, which are constant, playing upon them; they 
react only upon very strong stimuli, the force they con- 
tain never put forth when needed perform the proper 
adjustment the organism.. But normal life find 
that exact proportion between the two activities which 
ensures that the force shall used when its expenditure 
for the good the organism, and then alone. 
take the simplest case nervous action, such one 
occurs cold-blooded animal deprived all its nerv- 
ous apparatus except the spinal cord, will only ren- 
der still more distinct the teleological character objec- 
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tively manifested. Read the following account Wundt: 

decapitated frog moves its legs against the pincers 
with which irritated, wipes away with its foot 
the drop acid applied the skin. sometimes tries 
get away from mechanical electrical stimulation 
ajump. put into unusual position (e. g., its 
back) often returns its normal position. The stimu- 
lus does not introduce merely motion general, which 
spreads from the irritated part with increasing intensity 
the stimulus and growing irritability, but the move- 
ment adapted the external impression. may 
movement defence, one get rid the stimulus, 
movement remove the body from the sphere irrita- 
tion, finally may aim restoration the previous 
posture. This purposive adaptation the stimulus stands 
out even more clearly experiments Pfliiger and 
Auerbach which the ordinary conditions movement 
are somewhat changed. for example, whose leg 
has been cut off the side which irritated acid, 
first makes some fruitless attempts with the amputated 
stump, and then, pretty regularly, chooses the other leg, 
wont remain rest when the animal unmuti- 
lated. decapitated frog fastened its back, and 
the inner side one its thighs sprinkled with acid, 
tries get rid the latter rubbing the two thighs 
against each other; but the moved thigh separated 
far from the other, after few vain attempts suddenly 
stretches this one out, and pretty accurately reaches the 
point which was irritated. Lastly, one breaks the 
upper thighs decapitated frogs and cauterizes, whilst 
they are stretched their bellies the lower part 
their backs, they correctly touch the cauterized spot with 
the feet the broken limb, spite the disturbing nature 
the treatment. These observations, which may varied 
diverse ways, show that the animal can adapt its move- 
ments its changed conditions.” (Wundt, op. cit. vol. 
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course what true this simplest form nerve 
action still more true the higher forms, until 
have large number nerve centres acting co-ordi- 
nately with each other, and all subordinated the execu- 
tion given act recognized necessary for the preser- 
vation development the organism. But enough 
for our purpose take our stand upon this elementary 
form reflex action, and thus cut the very standing 
ground from under the feet the materialist. 

This, then, our conclusion: the psychical immanent 
the physical; immanent directing toward end, 
and for the sake this end selecting some activities, inhib- 
iting others, responding some, controlling others, and 
adjusting and co-ordinating the complex whole, as, 
the simplest and least wasteful way, reach the chosen 
find, therefore, that the simplest form 
nervous action there are involved categories transcending 
the material; principles which matter, such, 
entire stranger. Matter per knows higher category 
than that physical causality. Its highest law that 
the necessities antecedent and consequent. nervous 
action find the category teleology. not 
determined its immediate antecedents, but the nec- 
essary end. have gone from the sphere physical 
that final causation, and thereby recognize that 
have gone from the purely physical the immanence 
the psychical the physical, directing the latter for its 
own end and purpose. 

The materialist, with his reversed logic, which attempts 
get the higher from the lower, instead accounting for 
the lower the ground the higher, utterly misses the 
nature the case. him, the fact reflex action, the 
fact purposive adjustment (if far enough advanced 
the elements recognize the fact all) evidence 
the self-sufficiency matter. forthwith makes teleo- 
logical action attribute matter, and intelligent pur- 
posiveness function the material. does not recog- 
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nize that doing this giving all that character- 
izes matter matter, and is, effect, recognizing the 
primacy spirit. teleology belong the essence 
matter, and purposive regulated action the nature 
the material, then matter and material cease what 
they are commonly regarded being (viz., matter and 
become but the hiding places (which are the 
dwelling places) spirit and the psychical. The dispute 
not, suppose, about what words shall use, but what 
principles. Nor the question, again, about pictures, but 
about laws explanation. cease form verbal 
pictorial conception matter shall find that for 
scientific purposes means the principle physical 
causation; the constant and invariable relations ante- 
cedent and consequent. attempt get more into the 
conception matter unscientific that unwar- 
and unscientific that, were accomplished, 
would destroy the basis all physical science and leave 
the field for the play imaginative fancies whose 
side the highest flight the science the Greek, 
the Middle Ages, will sink into insignificance. The rec- 
ognition this one principle physical causation, the 
invariableness succession, the theoretic basis all 
physical science. attempt toinclude more destroy 
the principle without reason, and introduce unbounded 
confusion. Some foregleams the depths absurdity 
which may reach, once started this course sur- 
rendering principles words images, may seen 
the efforts some German materialists, who, their laud- 
able efforts consistent, have found necessary 
supply the primordial atoms with sensations, and who 
hold that the laws the universe are deduced from 
their primitive loves and hates, their desires and strivings. 
Such the only consistent position fora materialist. But 
consistency which looks marvellously like reductio 
the very essence the materialistic position, and 
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admit that the nature and laws the material are con- 
stituted the psychical, which the determining and 
prior element the case. attempt swallow the 
psychical the material not only absurd, but use- 
less, for the psychical always revenges itself encroach- 
ing upon the material, and when finally look for some 
independent speck matter, there none there. has 
all been spiritualized. Or, there one speck there, 
must defined terms the conception matter just 
laid down. will found matter because acts 
according the principles physical causation and not 
ent, not end working itself out that after 
all there choice for the materialist. will but 
once open his eyes the fact purposive action has 
alternative. may attempt claim this function 
attribute matter; does, just seen, dema- 
terializes his matter. may admit that there matter 
whose principle and law that psychical causation. 
will then recognize that whatever transcends this prin- 
ciple essentially non-material, and that with the appear- 
ance teleological action upon the scene, have passed 
from the realm the material into that the psychical 
immanent material. This rational, and this saves 
science from becoming the sport every inflated and ill- 
balanced imagination. 

There another method escaping the significance 
purposive action, equally futile, but equally attractive 
the mind that prefers panoramas principles. is, 
present, the more fashionable method. brief, 
admit that the actions are present teleological, but that 
they became such through long series accidental 
experiments (experiments which were not experiments, 
they were not trying reach any end) which some 
happened advantageous the organism, and, sur- 
viving, give now the appearance purpose. This the- 
ory attempts make the teleological accidental prod- 
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uct the mechanical. generally hides itself behind 
imposing scientific terms connected with the theory 
biological uses its variations” and 
tion,” and “survival the fittest” and “heredity,” and 
thinks that the end has got something out nothing 


—purpose out accident. But the argument suicidal. 


only changes the special case into general law. 
gets rid the primitive purposiveness of, given 
reflex act, only importing purposiveness, and thus intel- 
ligence, into the very structure nature. simply says 
that nature such that, the observance its own 
laws ascertained science, gives rise action for 
and Variation, selection, heredity, not, 
suppose, accomplish the result. that there are em- 
bedded the very constitution things, forces and prin- 
ciples which they work themselves out, their action 
and reaction, give rise activity for end, purposive 
action. short, not only the structure the nervous 
system such that gives rise teleological action, but 
the structure nature itself such that gives rise 
this special kind purposive action. who has thought 
get rid teleology, and thereby intelligence, this 
special case, has done only the recognition teleol- 
ogy, and thereby intelligence, universal principle and 
acting force. Darwinism, far from overthrowing this 
principle, merely establishes general law the 
universe, the structure things. Nature made tele- 
ological all the way through. 

From this digression, which has, hope, developed the 
argument, well secured from possible misconcep- 
tion, return the conclusion. The psychical teleolog- 
ically immanent the physical. The simplest nerve 
action not simple exclude the adaptive, purpos- 
mechanical result stimulus, but always involves selec- 
tion, inhibition, and response. The stimulus favorable 
the well-being the organism selected from the immense 
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number playing upon the organism; others, 
those unserviceable, are inhibited, and then the action 
results according the needs, that is, the purpose, the 
organism broaden our view and take the 
consentaneous action the whole organism, the conclu- 
sion appears only the more clearly. The various sensory 
and muscular stimuli, almost infinite number, are always 
co-ordinated and harmoniously combined. The nerves 
the cord, the cord itself, the special sense nerves, the cer- 
ebellum, the basal ganglia, the cerebral hemispheres, with 
their infinitude fibres and cells, act adjusted unity 
for one purpose, and one alone—the welfare the organism. 
times may seem one part were functioning alone, 
but always found the action pathological) 
that independence. The end the organism 
best gained allowing certain amount originative 
action the particular part. The 
apparent independence but the evidence the thor- 
oughly teleological character the whole. signifies 
the division labor order that the whole task, the 
development the organism, may the more speedily 
and economically effected. There communistic 
level, but the due gradation and subordination the var- 
ious factors the unity the whole, well-organ- 
ized society. There is, short, the co-ordination all 
the nerve organs, and the further subordination all 
the end the whole, self-realization. 

Such the conclusion arrive at, without leaving the 
purely physiological sphere. But such conclusion 
one-sided and narrow, until expanded take all the 
phenomena. The body, through the nervous system, 
not only physiological, but psycho-physiological organ- 
ism. Expressed its lowest terms, there sensation, 
well adjustment all the activities one end. Those 
who have asserted the spirituality the soul have often 
begun build too high. They have taken their for- 
tress abstract thought, the free-will. Now these offer, 
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indeed, impregnable refuge, but, opening the cam- 
paign from there, ground abandoned which, all terri- 
torial rights, the eminent domain the spiritual soul. 
return the former metaphor, can finally build 
higher and more firmly, because broader foundation, 
the basis sensation. Too often the claim the 
materialist that sensation, least, can accounted for 
material processes, admitted explicitly tacitly. 
seems thought that because the immediate and close 
connection sensations with the nerve organs and the 
brain can made out, that thereby their material char- 
acter established. bottom, this the survival 
metaphor, out date its very birth. The mischief 
that the term “impression” has played with psychology 
can never measured. One the greatest claims which 
physiological psychology has upon that has for- 
ever outlawed the term and the conception. The only 
word which has any place psychology expressing 
the material antecedent the psychical state, sensation, 
stimulus. Our semi-materialists, like Mr. Huxley and 
Mr. Tyndall, always conclude their baldest assertions 
the dependence the mind upon the brain with some 
such statement this: The passage from the physics 
the brain, from nervous irritation, from change 
motion and matter, fact consciousness, psychi- 
cal state, sensation, unthinkable, inexplicable 
mystery, gulf which imagination cannot span; and 
on, One would think that they would 
cease attempting picture the transition and endeavor 
stare them fairly out countenance. The 
would explode its own fatuous vacuity. The unthink- 
able arises from the use wrong categories, wrong prin- 
ciples. better evidence that the physical and the 
psychical are not related cause and effect, producer 
and product, could adduced than the utter mysterious- 
ness” hanging with persistence over all at- 
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tempts get one out the other. When recognized 
that not ultimate tact supremely 
contented with, but positive condemnation the 
method and principles which have led it, our scientific 


men will reflect twice before they thrust their uncompre- 


hended physical categories into the psychical realm, 
thereby begging the whole question, and, themselves 
being witnesses, landing the whole affair mystery 
which cannot discriminated from absurdity. was 
recognized some hundreds years ago that geometry 
reductio absurdum perfect and beautiful demon- 
stration the untruth the original hypothesis. Let 
hope that the idea the unity all thought will 
finally dawn upon the scientific men who have taken the 
contract philosophizing for the English-speaking por- 
tion the nineteenth century, and that they will recog- 
nize that what holds the basis all scientific reasoning 
holds also the rudiments philosophical. 

will abandon, then, all attempts picture the con- 
fessedly unimaginable, and those endeavors explain 
which lead into the confessedly inexplicable. will 
begin with the facts, and inquire what principle they force 
upon explain them; will not begin with prin- 
ciple, and, after having nine-tenths the paper victo- 
riously “explained” all facts it, wind with confessing 


that all inexplicable, and accordingly revel 
‘in the unutterable bathos the “mysterious.” take 


the facts, they are simply these: (1) the constant sequence 
upon certain nervous process psychical state known 
tween the two way physical causation, e., way 
identity matter and motion involved. The principle 
which this leads that the physical antecedent 
stimulus necessary for the production sensation; and 
that only stimulus. -The sensation does not come 
it, although would never come it. The 
sensation has its occasion nervous process; has 
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its cause from within. The physical process awakens the 
mind, incites action; the mind, thereupon, sponta- 
neously and its own laws develops from itself sensa- 
tion. The specific names given the various factors 
that the principle concerned that stimulus and 
response, which, for its existence, depends upon 
the physical antecedent, but for its content and nature, 
upon something else. must recognize that have 
got beyond the principle physical causation 
the principle self-developing activity, though activity 
which not infinite self-produced, but dependent upon 
occasioning impulse beyond it. short, not only 
the soul immanent the body, teleological, subordi- 
nating and adjusting its various activities end, but 
the body the stimulus the soul. the condition 
the calling forth its activities. the spark which 
the mind light its own inextinguishable flame. 
Sensation, and, higher physical activities, 
testify the creative, self-determining power the mind, 
with the proviso attached that this power has been called 
upon There just the same mystery about that 
there about every fact the universe, the mystery that 
there should such fact principles in- 
volved, there more ‘mystery than the explanation 
any physical chemical fact. ultimate analysis, 
the spiritual principle less mysterious, lucidly trans- 
parent comparison with the mechanical; for only 
from the former that the latter gets its explanation and 
the guarantee its validity. 

include within our survey the psycho-physio- 
logical facts well the purely physiological 
nomena nerve action, come the conclusion that 
the soul not only and focuses the activitics 
the organism, but that transforms them into something 
which they are not. realizes upon the hints, 
were, given the body. The soul not only 
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immanent the body, constituting its unity and end; 
transcendent it, transforming its activities for 
its own psychical ends. uses material out 
which build its own structure, food which 
nourish its own life. These two principles, the imma- 
nence and the transcendence the soul, which 
have been led the study the facts, cannot left 
this isolated way. They must shown 
necessarily involving each other. And again turn 
the facts psycho-physiological life with the assurance 
that the principle will involved them, and that 
are not left the logical manipulation our conceptions. 

They are the facts connected with the execution def- 
inite psycho-physiological functions. They may 
included under the phrase “localization functions,” 
the phrase understood sense mean the 
performance any definite act psychical bearings 
any specific, organized portion the body. would 
include, therefore, the performance reflex acts the 
spinal cord, well the supposed location the 
centre” the third frontal convolution the central 
hemisphere. The ground for this extension the term 
the unity all well particular facts 
presently mentioned. The only difference between 
the regular and constant “localization” reflex action 
the spinal cord, and speech one part the brain, 
difference degree, not kind. The difference between 
localization perfectly formed, and localization pro- 
cess forming. Organization function might the 
better term. 

turn again our authorities shall find the 
facts substantially follows: 

some form other localization or, use the bet- 
ter term, organization psychical function, all but uni- 
versal. The body not homogeneous mass which 
indifferent, equally whole and all its parts, the 
soul. the contrary, neither whole, nor any 
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its parts, neutral tothe soul. isnot asa whole, 
have seen when considering the immanence the soul 
the body; that not any its parts, simply 
detailed application the same principle. The soul 
not only the body, but definite, particular 
ways. The body whole not only the organ the 
soul, but the various structures the body are differen- 
tiated organs, various and tendencies, the 
soul. That the meaning the localization function, 
the fact that certain activities have certain, more 
less defined, nervous centres various portions the 
spinal cord and brain. 

give the specific evidence this localization would 
but repeat the whole the morphology and phys- 
iology the nervous system. The nervous system itself 
but differentiation the ectoderm the special sense 
organs are only many continuations the brain and 
spinal cord. take the various movements, find 
that, going from the simplest the most complex, from 
the mere reflex action the most consciously purposive 
movement, nowhere does the will act without structure 
already formed for it. Learning the higher movements, 
like walking, talking, etc., but the formation the 
organized structures the body. these wanting, 
matter how completely the end and the proper means 
reaching are present consciousness, the volition 
cannot performed. leave the motor and sensory 
spheres and come the higher ideal operations, the evi- 
dence for the localization functions much less complete 
and forcible. But need only recognize the depend- 
ence thought upon sense for its materials, and largely 
upon language for its form, aware that the same prin- 
ciples must, some degree least, hold here also. The 
fact that thinking never deal with the ultimate 
psychical elements, but with symbolic wholes, with proc- 
esses already integrated, still more striking psycholog- 
ical evidence the same fact. Just would take 
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hours perform simple act like dressing, the motor 
functions did not become organized the bodily struc- 
ture, the will were obliged into detail the act, 
instead simply setting the whole mechanism into op- 
eration work itself out, the intellectual 
the various sensations and ideas remained isolated, 
they were not organized into wholes, they were 
changed from material into structure, the mind would 
require hours take the meaning single sen- 
tence, reason out simple inference. But the fact 
that the mind does not deal with ultimate elements; 
always has integral wholes which may grasp and use 
without endeavoring needing resolve them. And 
that there some similar physiological grouping and 
integration, some corresponding organization function 
the brain, all artificial experiments upon animals, and 
all natural experiments, performed disease upon man, 
show. 

But there must explicitly stated, what has already 
been suggested viz., that the degree this localization, 
both definiteness and completeness, varies very 
greatly. The lower the function, the more perfectly and 
narrowly localized. The wider its scope, and the 
greater its consequent necessity, the more complete and 
spatial, speak, its localization. Thus the functions 
breathing, digesting, swallowing, etc., which are nec- 
essary life, and which have only indirect psychical 
bearings, have very definite and thoroughly 
tres; while the higher activities, like walking, talking, 
reading, and writing, involving more and more activities 
and more complex kind, have less and less definite local 
centres. the higher activities there perfect map- 
ping out all, but all sorts shadings-off and variations. 
consider the sensory sphere, find that, while 
the sense-centres may for some the lower animals 
made out pretty certainly, there such certainty and 
agreement the case man. And the reason evident; 
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the animals, the sensations remain mostly what they 
are—pure sense-feelings, while man these sensations 
have been related and interpreted that they have 
become for the most part perceptions, and even higher 
ideal relations. Consequently find that such 
have localization whatever. not the slightest 
evidence whatever that any special idea, whether percept, 
image, concept, has any definite specific centre. There 
are all kinds evidence that has not. cal- 
culations Mr. Bain his work upon Mind and Body 
going show that there are many fibres and cells 
the brain the mind has separate ideas and associations, 
based upon utterly unfounded assumption; 
viz., that cells the brain correspond ideas, and fibres 
associations. cannot stated too strongly, in- 
sisted upon too often, that there not the slightest frag- 
ment experimental evidence for the theory. There 
much experimental evidence show that the case cannot 
possibly stand thus. This evidence may summed 
the statement that all lines inquiry, morphological, 
anatomical, and physiological, converge one result: the 
psychical function bearing the cell dependent, not 
its own structure, but upon its connections means 
the fibres. however simple may seem, has 
not its physical basis but group cells, con- 
nected and interconnected multitudinous fibres. 
the idea very complex may possibly have relations 
all the cells the brain. This may extreme state- 
ment, but, beside the statement that any idea may loc- 
alized given cell, truth itself. Hence see the 
entire failure all attempts definitely localize the 
higher intellectual functions. The evidence does not 
warrant the statement that, upon the whole, they have 
physical connection; does warrant the statement 
that the relations involved are many, far reaching, 
and complex, that any attempt find sharply marked 
out centre must forever vain. 
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The two statements already made that localization 
practically universal, and yet that the higher intellectual 
powers cannot definitely localized all, not contra- 
dict each other, They find their reconciliation the 
statement that not original, but acquired. 
has already been stated that the localization quality 
originally inherent the cell; but that depends upon 
the cell’s connections through its fibres. Wundt says 
(op. cit. vol. 225), element executes specific func- 
tions, but the form the latter depends upon the connec- 
tions and relations the cell.” And this dependence 
localized function upon connection, same say that 
given elements the brain act certain way only 
because they have been associated the performance 
the act. The localization dependent upon use and 
cise. Thus Wundt goes state the two 
ing principles: “Every definite function has, under given 
conditions connection, definite place the central organ 
from which proceeds: that say, whose elements 
stand relations fitted for the execution the function,” 
and “Every element the more fitted the perform- 
ance definite function, the more often has been 
occasioned external conditions its performance.” 
Localization function is, short, only the physiological 
way saying habit. The organization function not 
indwelling the brain much matter: has been 
learned the brain and learned through the tuition and 
care the soul. twisting can the phenomena 
localization function twisted into the support mate- 
rialism. The very fibres and cells cry out against such 
treatment. They all assert that the powers they have, 
they possess, not their own original and indefeasible 
right, but means the activity, and under the author- 
ity the soul. This accounts for the various degrees 
localization found. The acts most necessary for the soul’s 
ends, and therefore oftenest performed, have, through 
heredity, become definitely and completely organized, 
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and, like reflex actions, without consciousness, or, 
like instinctive actions, involve others, which complex- 
ity and far reaching influence are beyond the immed- 
iate consciousness the moment. But the soul, for its 
own ends, requires again that its higher activities not 
thus mechanized. There must constant growth, 
adjustment new relations, intellectual and moral, and 
this requires plasticity, variability. the higher activ- 
ities complete organization would mean stagnation, death. 
Thus that the higher come, both the range 
animal life, and the range intellectual function, the 
less the localization. But each case the evidence all 
goes show that the localization not original, but 
acquired because the soul has repeatedly employed the 
given elements for the performance givenact. The 
soul does not write water, but the plastic brain and 
spinal cord. scripta manet. the performance 
its acts the soul gains mechanism which perform 
them again the more readily, economically, and perfectly. 

Thus see how the phenomena localization 
function give stand-point whence view the nature 
the immanence and transcendence the soul. 
immanent the body just far has made the 
body its organic instrument. The common saying that the 
body the organ the soul” literally much truer and 
more significant than usually thought meant. The 
term “organ” more intimate and internal 
relation than commonly understood. Organ presup- 
poses function, and soul and body are related indeed 
function and organ, activity and instrument. Aris- 
totle said long ago, the body the organ the soul, 
the eye the organ seeing. The body not 
external instrument which the soul has happened upon, 
and consequently uses, musician might happen upon 
The body the organ the soul because 
the body the soul expresses and realizes its own nature. 
the outward form and living manifestation the 


q 
q 
gq 
q 
q 
q 
a 
q 
a 
a 
q 


1886. Soul and Body. 261 


soul. quote from one the most original and deeply 
spiritual thinkers whom America has yet produced: “It 
the outward man, and through which the inward 
powers the soul express their form and character. 
the necessary mode our existence the world 
sense, without the intervention which have 
knowledge, either objective subjective, existence 
nature, either space time. not merely 
organ conceived distinct from our personal self, 
but our proper self space,in the order 
and under the laws 

But this only one-half the tale. The soul immanent 
the body only because, and far as, has realized 
itself the body. The body its organ only because 
the soul has made the body its organ. The immanence 
shown the localization; the transcendence, the fact 
that this localization has come about through the soul’s 
own activities. The body organ the soul the 
result the informing, creating activity the soul itself. 
short, the soul immanent the body, not virtue 
the body mere body, but because, being transcend- 
ent, has expressed and manifested its nature the body. 

The soul, accordingly, not powerless, impotent 
something, transcendent that cannot brought into 
relation with matter. living and acting force which 
has formed, and constantly forming the body, its own 
mechanism. This assures, the one hand that act 
deed the mind ever lost, that finds its registration 
and record and that not alone some supralunary sphere, 
but down here the world matter: and, the other 
hand, forms mechanism which the soul can immed- 
iately know, can grasp the fragments its knowledge 
into one symbolic whole without laboriously gathering 
them and piecing them together, and which can im- 
mediately act. were, the mind’s automaton, 
ceaselessly and tirelessly executing the demands respond- 

President James Marsh, Remains, 257. 
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ing the needs the soul. All the phenomena which 
the materialist parades forth unconscious 
cerebration, the automatic, yet apparently intelligent, ac- 
tion many states unconsciousness; the dependence 
perception and memory upon the proper condition and 
integrity the brain; the accompaniment brain dis- 
ease with unconsciousness and insanity; the ratio 
tween mental power and weight and complexity the 
brain, etc., are the farthest removed from evidence 
materialism. They are but the conclusive evidence 
the thoroughness with which the soul has done work, 
has formed its mechanism. They are all evidence that 
the soul not hanging helpless the air, but has made 
the body its home, and has realized itself effectually 
this body its mechanism, that this mechanism can now 
act all but automatically, while disturbance the mech- 
anism the organ excludes the execution the corres- 
ponding activity, until the soul its power form the organ 
again. but looks the body after the 
soul has done its work making the body what is, and 
cries, Lo, see what the body can Every one the 
phenomena mentioned, well all which the materialist 
can mention, concern the formed body, the body which 
the soul has already organized its functions. The true 
cry is, see what the soul done. has taber- 
nacled the flesh and transformed that flesh into its own 
manifestation. The body the bodying forth the soul.” 

was the master those who said that 
the soul was the perfect realization expression 
natural body, and the same time, not the product 
body, but its very life, its essence, its truth and reality— 
once its final and efficient cause. (Aristotle, Anima, 
ii. 1.) And was the Teacher all who know, the Light 
which lighteth every man that cometh into the world, 
who said: Except corn wheat fall into the ground 
and die abideth alone: but die bringeth forth 
much fruit.” And was the great disciple the great 
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Teacher who wrote “That which thou sowest not 
quickened except die; and that which thou sowest, 
thou sowest not the body that shall be, but bare grain, 
may chance wheat some other grain; but God 
giveth body has pleased Him, and every seed 
his own body sown natural body, 
raised spiritual body. There isa natural body and there 
spiritual body.” 

Christianity has sympathy with those who have such 
superfine fear materialism that they aetherialize the 
‘soul past all contact with the body. knows that the 
body the soul incarnate; that through the soul the nat- 
ural body comes spiritual body, the soul works 
itself out, and realizes itself init. The soul does apparently 
die the body; hides itself effectually that the 
materialist says there soul; but has died dies 
the seed, quicken and transform the body. 
accident meaningless chance that read the 
Apostles’ Creed those sublime words: believe the 
Resurrection the Body. Catholic historic Christianity, 
having such confession its lips, has alliance 
with the metaphysical dualism spirit and matter, and 
fear the exactest demonstrations physiology 
regarding the closest connections body and soul. 
takes its stand upon the words St. Paul, which these 
demonstrations can only add more weight: “There 
natural body and there spiritua! body 
beit that was not first which spiritual, but that which 
natural; and afterwards that which spiritual.” There 
the body, the natural body, first. Spirit indwells within 
the body, and manifesting itself, realizing its own nature, 
makes that body its own organ and servant. thus 
makes the spiritual body. surprise that 
physiological psychology has revealed new truth 
concerning the relations body. can only 
confirm and deepen our insight into the truth divined 
Aristotle and declared St. Paul, and with good reason. 

Wahre war schon gefunden.” 


ARTICLE IV. 
THE CANON THE OLD TESTAMENT. 


THE REV. BISSELL, D.D., PROFESSOR HARTFORD 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


[Continued from 99.] 


OUR next step backwards brings the Second Book 
Maccabees. uncertain age, but was indubitably 
written before the destruction Jerusalem (A.D. 70), 
though probably not earlier than B.c. 125, the date one 
the two letters with which introduced. This, fact, 
was most likely about the time the composition the 
main the second the two letters which, 
have said, preface it, though not originally forming part 
it, represented that the people Judzea and Jerusa- 
lem, with the Sanhedrin and Judas are address- 
ing their Egyptian brethren, especially Aristobulus, the 
instructor Ptolemy VI. Philometer (B.c. 
ginning with the statement that Antiochus Epiphanes, 
dreaded oppressor, now dead, they say 
that they are about celebrate the festival the dedica- 
tion and the re-discovery, Nehemiah, the holy 
fire. this celebration they cordially invite the Jews 
Egypt. 

But the part the letter special interest 
that relating the national literature Macc. ii. 
reads: “And the same things, also, were reported the 
records, namely, the memoirs Neemias; and how he, 
founding library, gathered together the books concern- 
ing the kings, and prophets, and those David, and 
epistles kings concerning holy gifts. And like man- 
ner, also, Judas gathered together all those books that had 
been scattered reason the war had, and they are 
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with book here cited the memoirs Nee- 
mias” some extra-canonical and now otherwise wholly 
unknown composition. alleged contain, besides the 
legend the holy fire, account Nehemiah’s found- 
ing library consisting books concerning prophets and 
kings, works David, and letters kings respecting 
holy gifts. 

have wish press this singular allusion 
singular apocryphal book beyond what will justly bear. 
conceded that much that said the context con- 
cerning Nehemiah incredible. means cer- 
tain what ascribed him connection with 
the founding library, his name has not been, con- 
sciously unconsciously, interchanged with that Ezra, 
as, little before (i. 18), certain other things are imputed 
him which, much higher authority, have every 
reason believe were the achievements somewhat 
older contemporary. But, making due allowance for 
these drawbacks our perfect confidence the docu- 
ment whole, there are still remarkable and weighty 
statements which cannot fairly ignored. For any 
writer’s inventing them can conceive justifiable 
occasion. Moreover, they are simply confirmatory 
what are credibly assured elsewhere, that are 
not liberty ignore them, would. 

First, there tacit recognition the fact that 
second division our present canon, commonly called 
“the prophets,” made two sorts compositions, 
historical well prophetical. Secondly, are told 
that, according the “memoirs,” Nehemiah’s collection 
consisted not only the works just named, but also 
compositions David and royal epistles concerning 
holy gifts. The Psalms are undoubtedly referred to; with 
great probability, also, the histories Ezra and Nehe- 
miah; the very least, the proclamations the Persian 
kings, from Cyrus Artaxerxes, found them. was 
just this fact royal patronage which, letter 
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Aristobulus, the tutor Egyptian king, might 
expect would singled out for emphasis. That these 
were all the books contained Nehemiah’s library not 
said. The writer has plainly not the aim giving full 
catalogue, but simply, was natural and harmony 
with other references have met with, indicate its 
general character referring its principal features. 
Thirdly, this collection books, distinctly implied, 
had been gathered and had already come highly 
regarded previous the Maccabzan period. During the 
wars the Maccabees they had become scattered, and 
had been re-gathered the great Judas. 

Fourthly, noted that, while clear reference 
made books forming part the Hagiography, 
third division the canon, evidence given that any 
apocryphal literature had been associated with 
the failure name the Law part Nehemiah’s list 
obviously due the fact that there was occasion for 
this place. The writer discoursing books which, 
addition the Law, which elsewhere fully recognizes 
(ii. cf. were danger being lost, and needed 
sought out and connected together. Indeed, the 
Greek word used, has been suggested, might well 
carry with the idea that Nehemiah had made addi- 
tion previous Now, this testimony the 
canon the Old Testament lacks the fulness and pre- 
cision others that have preceded. weakened, 
some respects, compromising additions. Still, 
clearly harmony with them several respects. 
recognizes threefold collection the 
treats already ancient its day. holds the books 
which composed high esteem, and deems them 
worthy commendation compatriots other lands. 

now find ourselves the historically brilliant and 
every way significant age the Maccabees. was 

Dillmann’s remark (Jahrb. Deutsche Theol., 1858, 


447) that this should not pressed view the context 
does not seem conclusive. 
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expected, the noble deeds the Hasmonzan heroes 
were left single historiographer. Fortunate were 
for the rest had been characterized the straight- 
forward honesty and simplicity him who wrote what 
known the First Book. covers period forty 
years (B.C. and, for conscientious use mate- 
rials, may trusted about implicitly any modern 
history England the United States. The narrative 
almost exclusively confined the deeds the three 
great sons Mattathias—Judas, Jonathan, and Simon. 
While Jonathan was high-priest treaty was made with 
the Lacedemonians. sort offset what was 
doubtless considered some the folly seeking alli- 
ance, under any circumstances, with foreign nation, the 
treaty introduced with the remark Macc. xii. 
need none these things, seeing that have 
the holy books our hands comfort us.” 

isa most suggestive utterance, whose genuineness 
has never been questioned. What especially 
noted the epithet applied the sacred library 
ument this description. Not only guarantee for 
the existence the collection, but, far its title and 
the prominence given the books are concerned, shows 
reverence for worthy apostolic times. Moreover, this 
passage does not stand itself First Maccabees. the 
very opening chapter (verses 56, 57) stigmatized 
peculiarly hateful form the indignities which Antiochus 
Epiphanes and his minions heaped upon the Jewish people, 
that they deliberately set before them goal 
destroy all copies the Scriptures which they could find 
among them; and sometimes, order show their 
contempt for Jewish exclusiveness, and shock, the last 
degree, their feelings veneration, even painted upon 
their holy pages, would appear, hideous pictures 
their own idols (iii. 

Cf. the commentary this passage Apocrypha, 495. 
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circumstances like these how possible for us, 
with Ewald, echoed Stanley and many others, adopt 
the hypothesis canon? suppose that 
Judas the eldest brother, either his own authority, 
that the Sanhedrin his day, made actual additions 
the list books which they already held such supreme 
respect? finds real support the history. was 
simply theoretical exigency that started the idea. 
were possible this point limber little the histori- 
cal guarantees with which Divine Providence has but- 
tressed the Old Testament canon, would, indeed, 
excellent place slip in, not only few psalms, but also 
some alleged late books, portions books, for whose 
present position not otherwise easy account. 

But are not liberty exaggerate, much 
vert, the facts history order accommodate our 
urgent theories. there Maccabzean psalms, the fact 
must settled, settled all, wholly internal grounds. 
The heroes and their armies, said, sung 
psalms; but nowhere much suggested that they 
ever wrote them Macc. 30; 38; And 
the sole historical foundation for the theory Macca- 
canon are the passages already quoted Macc. ii. 13, 
14; Macc. 56, 57; ili. 48). said Judas that 
gathered together certain books; but activity ex- 
pressly limited books which had been scattered 
reason war. Elsewhere learn more definitely the 
character the library thus scattered 
again: was the Holy Scriptures,” which were already 
held such veneration that, next the defilement 
the Holy holies, higher indignity could shown 
the Jewish nation than mutilate and caricature them. 
suppose, therefore, that Judas, the Maccabee, any 
contemporary his, personally had any thing with 
the formal enlargement contraction the original 
canon the Old Testament, not only totally without 
historical support, extremely improbable. 
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far, then, have found the current history 
which was intrusted the sacred books the Jews, flow- 
ing between well-defined banks. far have been 
able judge, has received contributions from with- 
out serving vitiate our conclusions. The point 
transition less sacred has not yet been 
reached. The canon the Maccabees, name and 
esteem, the canon Josephus and the apostles. 
have other limits, fail find them. Our next post 
observation will the last before the one stream divides 
into several and the work actual exploration begins. 

The Son Sirach the oldest witness outside the 
Bible, the existence, division, and order the Old 
Testament canonical books. His work, 
Ecclesiasticus, date not very long after the death 
the high-priest Simon the translation 
into Greek about B.c. The translator, whom 
have already cited, introduces his version with most 
important testimony our theme, whose genuineness 
undisputed. 

The first thing especially notice his statement 
the fact, announced the outset something well known 
his readers, that Israel was highly privileged having 
from their fathers list books embraced under 
three general divisions. These divisions are three times 
named essentially the same terms, “the Law, the 


See full discussion Apocrypha, 278 ff. 


many and important things have been handed down 
through the law and the prophets, and the others who followed after them, 
for which things Israel ought commended for learning and wisdom 
and since not only must the readers become skilful themselves, but also 
they that desire learn able profit them who are abroad, both 
speaking and writing: grandfather Jesus, who had given himself more 
and more the reading the law and the prophets and the other books 
our fathers, and had gotten therein little proficiency, was drawn also 
himself write some work pertaining learning and wisdom, the intent 
that those who are desirous learn, becoming attached this also, might 
make much more progress living according the The especially 
pertinent remaining parts the passage have been already cited above. 
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Prophets, and the Others,” the last expression being 
exchanged once for “the other books,” and, again, for 
“the rest the books.” should carefully noted 
that each case the article used, that may fairly 
conclude meant indicate this title, the 
others, definite, and, his own mind, already com- 
plete, collection. This also implied what the trans- 
lator says his grandfather’s attitude towards this lit- 
erature. 

Some have thought that the Son Sirach himself lays 
claim prophetic gifts one part his work (xxiv. 
30-33), and seeks put his own composition along side 
of, and fully level with, those here mentioned. But 
this wholly mistake his bearing towards the Script- 
They were something, stated, with which 
had long intently busied himself, and his effort now was 
not imitate rival them, but enable others live 
harmony with them. Note particularly his eloquent trib- 
ute Bible worthies, from Moses the post-exilian high- 
priest Joshua, with Ezra and Nehemiah the 
twelve Minor Prophets expresses the hope that their 
bones may revive again from the grave (xlix. This 
not the posture one who aspires reckoned among 
these immortals his people. standard and achieve- 
ment they are afar off him. His pen already invests 
them with half-ideal glamour. 

What the collection was the grandson near the middle 
the second century that, harmony 
with the Book Ecclesiasticus itself, assures was 
Jesus Sirach near the middle the third century 


commentary this book, Introd., 282, have used too strong 
expression characterizing the author. The context shows that what 
claimed less prophetic than prophetic fulness and flow, 
Fritzsche has suggested. 

has been customary say that this book does not recognize, the 
way citation, the third division the canon. But not few its prov- 
erbs are plainly built passages Ecclesiastes which was one the last 
appear it. Cf. Wright, The Book Koheleth, 
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both, far are able judge from the language 
employed, and other considerations bearing the matter, 
was already closed and highly revered collection. 
The expression, other books,” rest the books,” 
is, indeed, But the name applied the third 
division the canon was any more definite than this. 
These productions, centuries after they had become fixed 
the canon,—and this day, fact, the Jewish 
Church,— were known simply “the books,” “the writ- 
ings” Our Lord’s reference the third 
division the canon (Luke xxiv. 44), were meant 
such, even less explicit than the one before 
was not easy find exact title for collection made 
compositions diverse the Book Ruth and 
Ecclesiastes, the Book Daniel and Canticles. 

That was already its final form the time Ben 
much the two others known “the 
and “the Prophets,” there also another good reason for 
supposing. had not been, and was open, some sup- 
pose, receive new accessions, just subsequently the 
Greek list was open Alexandria contributions all 
sorts and from all quarters, why was not this very excel- 
lent Book Ecclesiasticus itself received into its 
Hebrew form? Why was necessary translate into 
Greek order find for even connection with 


Hebrew canon? When the translation Ecclesiasti- 


cus was begun, the Hebrew Scriptures were already 
Greek dress. This was not among them. He- 
brew waif former days. Either had knocked the 
gate the Hebrew Scriptures and been rejected, or, 
have every reason suppose from the attitude and 
testimony grandfather and grandson alike, had come 
into being time when the Hebrew Scriptures stood 
already long since apart from the other Hebrew national 
literature the special oracles God. the face 
the declaration Josephus that since the time Arta- 
xerxes book had been added the Scriptures his 


272 The Canon the Old Testament. 


people, the apparent reference “Ben Sira” com- 
pleted canon is, submit, entitled the benefit any 
doubt which might arise from the indefiniteness its 
form. held that other books were added the 
list subsequent the time when Ecclesiasticus was com- 
posed, must proved that they were. The weightiest 
probabilities are against it, and any valid historical evi- 
dence whatever its favor has never been adduced. 

And now may address ourselves more directly 
the question how and when the Old Testament canon was 
definitely Some general principles should 
recognized the start. Unlike the books the New 
Testament, which were the product single genera- 
tion, the writings the Old Testament extend over many 
hundred years. the other hand, like those the New 
Testament, the collection the literature the Old 
Testament would naturally very gradual process, and 
the result, general, silent recognition intrinsic 
claims, after period probation, though ordinarily sup- 
ported convincing external proofs. the case 
the New Testament, too, would natural expect, 
Dillmann has shown,’ that the more special veneration 
the sacred books would begin manifest itself—unless, 
some degree the contrary, the case known 
authors prominence—at that period when the peculiar 
presence and power the revealing Spirit that had cre- 
ated them was decreasing passing away. Moreover, 
the length the period over which the books extend, 
and their externally heterogeneous character, would seem 
demand that there historic order canonization, 
and that take place affiliated groups, certain writings 
being first enucleated and associated together, and then, 
finally, under the natural law unity and completeness, 
all gathered into one volume. 


use here, some extent, matter drawn from Historic Origin 
the Bible (New York, 1873), 284. 
Jahrb. Deutsche Theologie, 1858, 422. 
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was probably under these principles, acting more 
less imperceptibly, that the Old Testament canon was 
formed. the nature the case should expect 
so. Let see the hypothesis not verified the 
fact. 

The nations antiquity, especially the Orient, 
influenced the traditions that primitive period when 
God walked with men, were not accustomed divorce, 
seem too much inclined do, religion and the state. 
The sanctions religion were eagerly sought, well 
public private life, rulers and people. All litera- 
ture was great extent religious. ancient Egypt 
and Babylon, well know, the priesthood had posi- 
tion only inferior the throne. Not only were they the 
accredited mediators between God and men, they also 
held the keys human knowledge. They were the 
ati their times, the producers and the depositaries 
every kind learning. And later, the great historic 
empires the West, this was scarcely less true. The 
libraries Greece and Rome, too, were their temples. 
These sacred places were the archives the nation. 
Strabo, for example, applies the temple his day the 
very name Pinakothek which, our own time, given 
one the finest art collections central 

Consequently the Hebrew nation was pecu- 
liar putting Aaron beside Moses, making their 
priests the curators their literature, and the holiest pre- 
cincts their religion the place for its deposit. 
sooner hear the existence books rolls, than 
read their being committed the custody the 
priests. (Deut. cf. xvii. 18.) According the 
Old Testament history one the latest acts the great 
Hebrew legislator was deliver what called the Book 
the into the hands the Levites with the charge 
place beside the Ark the Covenant. was 


See Liddell Scott’s Lex. the name the principal picture 
gallery Munich, 
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fetich; but the mind the people that day that 
would the proper place for it. Nor was intended 
receptacle during their sojourn the wil- 
derness; but the one proper place for law library the 
spot where once their responsibility and the sanctions 
the law would most keenly felt. Whether not 
this Book the included the whole Pentateuch 

the book that next follows the Pentateuch (Josh. xxiv. 
26) read that the occasion the renewal the 
covenant under Joshua, this successor Moses wrote the 
words “in the Book the Law God.” not 
only the existence and the accessibility Book the 
Law assumed, but also the fact that contained 
material similar that which Joshua was now called up- 
add it. Somewhat later still, when the kingdom 
was established under Samuel Sam. 25), find this 
distinguished forerunner the prophets, not only explain- 
ing the people how were administered, but 
are told that wrote his ministrations “the 
(as the margin our Revised Version properly renders the 
present Massoretic text) and “laid before the Lord 
that is, did with what the Levites had been enjoined 
with the documents entrusted them the leader 
the exodus, and what Joshua had done with the rolls 
had taken from their sacred resting place, record 
them the vows his indeed, had had 
statement this effect, just this method procedure 
might have been expected from what know the cus- 
toms contemporaneous nations. 

When now come down several centuries later the 
history, discover remarkable confirmation what 
have learned this point. the eighteenth year 
king Josiah (B. 621) the temple Jerusalem was sub- 


The word, however, and not the one ordinarily used for single 
roll, 
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jected repairs. While these were going on, the high- 
priest Hilkiah found copy what significantly called 
“the Book the Law,” and brought the youthful 
king. Kings xxii. the phraseology employed, 
book indicated whose contents, some extent 
least, were known and recognized binding. Certainly 
the subsequent conduct king and people can 
explained other credible hypothesis. And from 
this period King Josiah may properly date the rise 
among the people generally what may called canon- 
ical valuation the Law. became them what, not- 
withstanding its amazing history, had never been before, 
the Book God. Until the exile, above all other books, 
even such were intimately associated with it, remained 
almost exclusively so. the order just 
logical sequence, became the radiant nucleus around 
which crystallized their order “the prophets” and “the 
other books.” 

has beautifully said that law without 
prophecy would bea body soul.” There was 
already prophecy enough the Pentateuch itself sug- 
gest the need and prepare the way for more. The uni- 
form habit New Testament writers their citations 
join Law and Prophets something more than con- 
venient way designating the Old Testament literature. 
shows just appreciation what must considered 
the two great and mutually complementary parts 
divine revelation. Nor was this feeling and habit confined 
New Testament times. Ezra, too, quotes Pentateuch 
history something that had been uttered 
vants, the prophets. (ix. 10; cf. Neh. ix. 26, 30.) 
the canon was still process formation, the law and 


When said Kings viii. that, when Solomon dedicated the temple, 
nothing was found the Ark” save the tables stone, there probably 
the Book the Law. least its presence not denied 
the Ark. Cf. Chron. 11; Josephus, viii. 


Jahrb. Deutsche Theologie, 1858, 441. 
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the prophets were co-ordinated being the same level 
authority Kings xvii. 13; Zech. vii. 12; Mal. iv. 
cf. Dan. ix. 2). 

Moreover, from the outset, the prophetic writings might 
expected, from the high popular standing the proph- 
ets themselves, held the highest esteem; from 
their first appearance they would fall little short canon- 
ical rank. After Samuel’s day, moreover, prophetical 
schools were existence. collect and preserve the 
writings their revered instructors and models would 
among their chiefest cares. any rate the prophetical 
books themselves give ample evidence that such collec- 
tions early existed. The exact citation one prophet 
another, especially the earlier the later, one their 
most familiar characteristics; as, for instance, Obadiah 
Joel, vice versa, Joel Amos, Joel and Amos Isa- 
iah, and Isaiah, turn, Nahum, Habakkuk and Zeph- 
the same time, collection the historical books 
would immediately promoted, not alone the fact 
that biblical historical writers were themselves regarded 
but the association the Book Joshua 
for long time directly with the Torah; while the 
Book Joshua the remaining historical books were 
the nature sequel. have every reason suppose, 
therefore, that some period not long after the return 
from the exile the connected series histories found 
recorded the Books Joshua, Judges, and Samuel, 
and Kings, were brought close, combined together, 
and associated with the prophetical writings proper, which 
had been previously collected. The very circumstances 
the restored people: the rebuilding the sanctuary, 
the knowledge the fact that the exile itself was prov- 
idential visitation upon them because their neglect 


Cf. Keil’s Introd. (Edinb., 1880) 67, notes and 35; 69, note 


71, note 83, note 93, note 95, note 97, note 
The name former prophets,” well known, was given them. 
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the covenant and the impressive lessons their own his- 
tory, the dying out the national language vernacular, 
and above all the withdrawal, with Malachi, the gift 
prophecy,—would be, each and all, powerful incentives 
such collection this class literature. 

respects the remaining books the Old Testa- 
ment, designated the Son Sirach “the rest the 
books,” and known among the Hagiography, 
Sacred Writings; viz., the Psalms, Job, Proverbs, Eccle- 
siastes, Canticles, Chronicles, Ezra,and Nehemiah, Daniel, 
Esther, and, possibly, Ruth and Lamentations, just 
what precise time within period about one hundred 
and fifty years they attained, severally and whole, 
canonical valuation, impossible say. The use 
the Psalter the services the temple requires for it, or, 
least, for collection Psalms, corresponding early 
place the esteem the people nearly equivalent 
canonical rank Chron. xxix. 30; cf. Ps. 
pretty generally admitted that the time Nehemiah 
this collection was virtually brought close. The theory 
psalms, have already seen, possible 
only very limited extent and never has been widely 
adopted. Nehemiah’s time, too, not earlier, its five- 
fold division must have been given the Psalter, imi- 
tation the Pentateuch. 

Already early the reign Hezekiah (B. 726-697) 
second collection Solomon’s Proverbs was made under 
his direction, and, not long after, the whole work must have 
been completed (Prov. These two collections, 
especially the former, would furnish the link which 
the entire class books which they belong, would 
finally drawn their subsequent position the 
Hebrew canon. Esther was probably the last take its 
and somewhat before the Book Ecclesiasticus 
was written, the whole collection, already highly re- 


But see the order adopted the Tract the Talmud, Baba Bathra 
14b 15a (Ezra and Chron. are placed last). 
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garded, all its three divisions had been brought 
orderly conclusion, and the door shut upon new-comers. 
this respect the testimony Ecclesiasticus and First 
Maccabees one with that Josephus and every scrap 
credible tradition known And this testimony 
the later legend Nehemiah and Ezra gives support 
less valuable its essential features that other par- 
ticulars lacks coherency and fails invite our con- 
fidence Macc. ii. 13, 14; Esdras xiv. 41-47). 

the Book Daniel, any part it, any other 
book, was admitted the canonical list the time 
the Maccabees, many critics hold, these critics are 
bound give sufficient reason for the 
fails account for the attitude the Maccabees towards 
the Holy Scriptures.” overlooks the nearly contem- 
poraneous testimony the translator Ecclesiasticus, 
say nothing its much earlier author. falsifies the 
direct statement Josephus, which, turn, confirmed 
every phase the Palestinian tradition both biblical 
and extra-biblical. And, fine, loads itself with the 
heavy problem accounting for the immediate and un- 
disputed acceptance the Book Daniel the Macca- 
bzean courts appeal when Ecclesiasticus, and what 
other books know not, applied vain. 

But remains interesting question: How was the 
Old Testament canon concluded? Who had the leading 
parts grand work? Especially, have the persistent 
traditions connecting therewith the names Ezra and 
Nehemiah basis was the whole matter sim- 
ply fortuitous, most, controlled very general prov- 
idence? There nothing either the spirit usages 
post-exilian Judaism lead suppose that sucha 
matter would left chance, shape itself without 
its concern. The more recent criticism, from the sheer 
necessity accounting for admitted facts, has found itself 
compelled return the theory formerly, some 
extent, disparaged, great national assembly, restored, 
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not organized, Ezra and Nehemiah, which, among 
other only less important things, the Hebrew canon was 
given the seal official recognition. The mistake that 
caused the natural reaction which began two centuries 
ago, was ascribing too great, fact, almost super- 
natural, influence this assembly. 

The method divine providence this matter, both 
the Old Testament and the New, seems have been 
rather express itself first through the tacit assent 
enlightened religious consciousness and sort popular 
consensus readers, and not till afterwards permit 
the stamp formal ecclesiastical approval. The 
divinely guided selected; ecclesiastics acting for 
them and their name, most, have only elected. Divine 
providence, working through the church itself, put all our 
present books into the canon; the councils, plainly after 
this preliminary work had come end, under the 
guidance this same providence, have been set fix the 
bound that should keep other less worthy books out it. 

have already referred the activity the royal 
reformer Hezekiah the preservation and multiplication 
the sacred books. The college scribes whom this 
work was assigned received from him, not only the needed 
stimulus and support, but took the honorable title “the 
men Hezekiah, king Judah” (Prov. Julius 
Fuerst, his work the canon, maintains that this body 
men existed, and continued their work, the very times 
Ezra and Whether this true not, they 
doubtless existed long after the death their distin- 
guished founder and patron, and furnished the example, 
and may the partial incentive, the formation simi- 
lar bodies subsequent times. The so-called great syna- 
gogue assembly, fact, whose very existence some 
modern critics have had the temerity deny, but the 
natural outgrowth, under circumstances still more seri- 


Der Kanon nach den Ueberlieferungen Talmud Midrasch 
(Leipz. 1868), pp. 27, 75, 76, 77-80, 130-135. 
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ously requiring it, this pre-exilian body for whose origin 
and activity with the sacred literature have the author- 
ity Holy Writ. The Talmud tradition concerning the 
rise and order the sacred books directly connects them 
together successive agents the same undertaking.” 

The oldest and most trustworthy notice the great 
synagogue found the Talmud tract generally entitled 
Massecheth Aboth (i. there said: Moses re- 
ceived the Law from Sinai; transmitted Joshua; 
Joshua the elders; the elders the prophets; the 
prophets the men the great assembly, who laid down 
three precepts: ‘Be circumspect judging; make many 
disciples; make hedge about the 
stated that “Simon the Just was one the survivors the 
great assembly.” another tract already referred to, 
where the Old Testament books are especially treated, 
these men are represented, along with Moses, Joshua, Sam- 
uel, David, Jeremiah, Hezekiah and his companions, and 
Ezra, having done actual work certain parts our 
present canonical literature. Just what was, the indef- 
initeness the term leaves some uncertainty.” 
the whole, however,” the meaning seems that they 
copied the books and edited them for popular use. 

The most important matter furnished the passage 
the list Old Testament books provides, coinciding 
precisely with our own, and the fact that the men the 
great synagogue are said have been somehow engaged 
with others bringing them into their given order and 
shape. The Talmud good many other references 
this body, one kind and another, all however this 
general line: that was post-exilian institution, first 
called together Ezra and Nehemiah, having among its 
membership, along with Zerubbabel and the high-priest 


Baba Bathra, 14b 


Baba Bathra, 14a 15b. The word referred which, however, 
impossible believe used the sense composed.” 


translated full Wright, The Book Kcheleth, 451 ff. 


The Canon the Old Testament. 281 


Joshua, the prophets Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi; but 
extending downward also the times Simon the Just, 
the beginning the third century, B.c. The affairs 
the restored Jewish commonwealth were its concern. 
had its whole existence that very period from which 
receive the Hebrew Bible its final form. Could it, 
fact, have been better employed, have had object 
more suited its alleged origin and history, than giv- 
ing its own people, and through them the world, 
form, those Scriptures which they had received 
from prophetic hands? 

The first call question the statements the Tal- 
mud concerning the existence this body, was Simon, 
whose work entitled The Critical History the Old 
Testament was published just two centuries ago.” 
was followed Rau,” (Michaelis), DeWette,” 
and others, all whom made use almost exclusively 
the argumentum silentio. The silence Philo, Josephus, 
and the apocryphal books concerning any such body, 
joined with the fact that our first notice the Tal- 
mud tract, whose date cannot earlier than the first cen- 
tury our era, their view rendered exceedingly im- 
probable that was any thing more than quiddity the 
rabbins, and historical entity. the other hand, names 
even better known, Eichhorn, Bertholdt, Ewald, Jost, 
and many others, became enlisted the defence 


Histoire Crit. Vieux Test., 1685. 
Diatriba Synagoga Magna, Utrecht, 1727. 
Dissertationes (ed. Michaelis) Gétting., 1790. 


Einleitung (ed. Schrader, 1869) 20. Cf. also Hartmann, Die Enge 
Verbindung mit Neuen, Hamb., 1831, pp. 120-166; Taylor, 
Sayings the Jewish Fathers, Camb., 1877, excursus Krochmal the 
Heb. periodical Kerem Chemid. ff.; Kuenen, Over Mannen der 
Groote Synagoge, Amsterd., 1876; Graetz Frankel’s Monatschrift, 1857, 
31-37, 61-70; Derenbourg, Histoire Palestine, pp. 29-40; Bloch, 
Studien zur Sammlung, etc., pp. 100-132; Wright, Koheleth, excursus iii. 

works these writers are well known. Zunz (Gottesdienstliche 
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the tradition, holding that was extreme position his- 
torical scepticism doubt the very existence body 
clearly place the post-exilian times and fre- 
quently the subject particular notice the generally 
trustworthy tradition preserved tousinthe Talmud. With- 
out pretending accept implicitly every statement made 
concerning its name, its numbers, and the like, the 
actuality the great synagogue assembly, and its em- 
ployment the re-organization the Jewish religious 
life and literature, subsequent the exile, was argued, 
could not well called question. 

And this, may confidently said, the opinion 
the majority biblical scholars our day. But not 
universal. The subject has late been given new prom- 
inence treatise Kuenen,” whose results are fully 
accepted Wellhausen’s edition Bleek’s Introduction 
the Old Testament,” Professor Smith England,” 
and far too hastily, seems us, some critics our 
own country.” With this comparatively small company 
younger scholars, who, whatever else they may lack, 
apparently lack assurance the justice their own 
conclusions, the matter post-exilian body this sort 
has been peremptorily relegated the realm fable. 

Professor Smith says (p. 156): now know 
that the whole idea that there ever was body called the 
Great Synagogue holding rule the Jewish nation 
pure fiction. has been proved the clearest manner 
that the origin the legend the Great Synagogue lies 
the account given Neh. the great convo- 
cation which met Jerusalem and subscribed the cove- 
nant observe the law. was therefore meeting, and 


bekannte Verein von Priestern Gesetzlehrern, dessen Existenz 
stiller, daher wohl den Zeitgenossen unbemerkt voriibergegangener, Wirk- 
samkeit, kein erheblicher Grund zweifeln ist.” 


See preceding list authorities. Berlin, 1878, 51. 
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not permanent authority. met once for all, and every 
thing that told about it, except what read Nehe- 
miah, pure fable later Professor Smith refers 
the clearest manner,” that the whole hypothe- 
sis great synagogue legendary. 

Professor Smith, moreover, indicates how Kuenen has 
done this (p. 408 f.). Besides carrying. out more fully 
Rau’s argument derived from the silence witnesses 
between the exile and the Christian era, has shown, 
thinks, that the alleged references the Talmud 
great synagogue are references the convocation 
Ezra and Nehemiah already alluded to, which they 
once for all assembled “in the street before the water-gate” 
hear the law and avow their loyalty it. 

Now Kuenen, are free say, has done something 
this kind and doing has rendered most important 
service the cause biblical learning. accept 
many his facts which are set forth with great clearness 
and skill, without any means feeling bound conse- 
quence accept his conclusions. has, truth, made 
more evident than was ever made before, although 
means new discovery, just how and when the 
great synagogue had its post-exilian rise, who were its 
earliest promoters, and what its peculiar work, some 
sense, was. But and his adherents, must think, 
have stopped short with half-truth. They have taken 
what was the beginning movement for the whole 
it. the Talmud tradition, whose trustworthiness 
Kuenen, too, far relies build his main arguments 
upon it, teaches any thing, teaches that while Ezra, 
Nehemiah, and other noted men their times formed 
part the supposed great synagogue, they formed only 
part, and that the beginning it. The very tract 
which contains the final notice the body contains also 
statement that Simon the Just, who lived nearly two cen- 
turies later, was one its survivors. This Simon cannot 
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made contemporary and direct co-operator with the 
early exulants. Elsewhere, too, they are spoken suc- 
cessors the prophets Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi. 

willingly give the sixteenth century theory the 
great synagogue and its work the crude 
ical form which was then held. accept the reas- 
oning Kuenen and his fellow-critics, while denying, 
before said, that sense novelty our times, 
which identifies, far the great synagogue spoken 
the Talmud with the assembly convened Ezra and 
Nehemiah respecting the observance the 
strictest harmony, too, with those pre-Christian traditions 
already noticed Maccabees and Esdras. 
ing the Talmud statements and building them here, 
feel bound accept them their full extent. Neither 
Ezra nor Nehemiah, nor any immediate associate theirs, 
can have done the work the Talmud ascribes this body. 
Only because solidarity interest and similarity 
aim are the offices and titles widely separated genera- 
tions treated the later tradition one. 

And concerns the almost unbroken silence sub- 
sequent Jewish history and literature for long time 
concerning this great assembly, how could well have 
been otherwise? That history, when one comes 
examine it, nearly total blank. The forty years 
wilderness wanderings, the dark ages medizval history 
are not more marked black chasms and mysterious 
silences. Their own inviolable rules, moreover, prevented 
members the body itself from publishing written 
form its laws and ordinances. Down the time the 
Talmud was custom most scrupulously observed 
record nothing such matters must have characterized 
the life and material activities the great synagogue. 
Then, last, the seal silence was broken, and then first, 
begin hear, not once, but many times, and many 
forms, the declarations which our belief the exist- 
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ence and general scope and aim sucha body founded. 
“He who writes down the ordinances,” was the standing 
motto these strangely silent workmen the ancient 
church, “is like one who burns the praiseworthy 
loyalty what they understood God’s 
elation had effectually closed their lips their own labors 
until considerably after the beginning our era. 

Hence, harmony with the main body sober biblical 
scholars, are not prepared give yet our belief 
the existence and wide-reaching activity the so-called 
great synagogue. forms precisely the link needed 
connect two otherwise badly disconnected periods 
Jewish history. receive somewhat its support 
from Talmud tradition, tradition which, its main 
features, unassailable. Meantime, observed, its 
principal support positive institutions post-exilian 
Judaism for whose being and working have the author- 
ity biblical books. are not inclined attribute 
supernatural endowments and acts these mostly un- 
known men, except they were under the guidance 
God’s acknowledged prophets this period. donot 
wish assume that they did any thing respects the 
canonical books which they did not do. was really 
very little that they would called upon do, 
may judge from their New Testament collaborators. 
They had simply recognize the evident work Provi- 
dence. The supernatural element the formation 
either canon not excessive. The present collection 
these books, whatever may say their composition, 
was mostly natural, which not mean, however, 
that was not providential, result. 

have traced certain process and movement the 
Old Testament literature down the time the alleged 
great assembly. After their times behold com- 
pleted work: moreover, with certain unmistakable marks 
age and evident halo sanctity about it. 

Wright’s Koheleth, 484. 
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not say that, under God, the great assembly organized 
Ezra and Nehemiah did that work. only say 
that was concluded before that assembly broke not 
quite two centuries later; that they were eminently fitted 
it; that far are able look upon their 
deliberations, the kind business with which they 
employed themselves. put hedge about the law 
was one their confessed aims. And that sounds 
not very distant echo the ancient legislator’s words: 
“Ye shall not add unto the word which command you, 
neither shall diminish aught from it.” have 
effect which demands cause. far can see, 
every way sufficient and suitable cause. 

Some unknown hand reaches down out the 
mystery the third century completed Hebrew Bible. 
Can justly doubt that that hand represents the body 
men whom said that Simon the Just, whose praises 
“Ben Sira” sings, was one the last survivors? With 
them must leave it, must clearly leave unac- 
counted for. safe leave with with 
Him who for wise purposes his own has chosen that 
here, too, should see through glass darkly.” 
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ARTICLE 


THE ESCHATOLOGY THE NEW ENGLAND 
DIVINES. 


THE REV. FRANK FOSTER, PH.D. PROFESSOR CHURCH 
HISTORY, OBERLIN THEOLOGICAL 


HAVING the previous article’ presented sketch the 
work which called forth the reply Dr. 
Edwards, now proceed the reply itself. 
consider it, first, answer Chauncy, and, second, 
contribution theology. 


The Reply Chauncy. 


This may denominated perfect specimen unyield- 
ing logic. Edwards demands that Chauncy shall held 
the proper meaning his words, and upon this basis 
drives him into multitude contradictions. 
does not thereby always arrive results which Chauncy 
would have acknowledged his own positions, but this 
serves only reveal the more clearly, what was his 
object exhibit, the inner inconsistency Chauncy’s 
scheme. 

begins showing that what Dr. Chauncy expressly 
holds some the wicked, must hold all; viz., 
that they suffer the full penalty the law, and hence, when 
finally saved, are not forgiven, but simply liberated from 
further punishment. Justice satisfied, and liberation 
follows strict justice.’ 

But Dr. Chauncy also holds that the future punishment 
the wicked intended for their good. 
make them the “willing and obedient subjects 
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But these two ideas are utterly inconsistent, 
Dr. Chauncy holds the distinction between retribu- 
tive justice and discipline, shown does. 

Again, Dr. Chauncy holds that all men, both believers, 
and those who are saved after suffering the punishments 
hell, are saved the mere mercy and grace God through 
Jesus Christ. But this idea also inconsistent with the 
first view mentioned, since together they declare that God 
will his abounding goodness grant his creatures just 
much relief from misery they are entitled ¢he strict- 
est 

ordinary reasoner would have been content stop 
here; but not Dr. Edwards. proceeds now show 
that Dr. Chauncy not only does, but must, hold these dis- 
cordant ideas order maintain his 

The damned who suffer for ages ages must pun- 
ished according their deserts, else there some 
greater punishment threatened than this ages ages, 
which one pretends. Again the punishment the lost 
must discipline, for otherwise vindictive, and this, 
Dr. Chauncy admits, inconsistent with the salvation 
allmen. men must saved the mere mer- 
God, the arguments drawn from the divine 
goodness are vain. “Thus,” says Dr. Edwards, Dr. 
Chauncy was compelled necessity associate his 
scheme principles which will wage eternal war with each 

pass chapter iv. which contains examination 
Dr. Chauncy’s arguments prove that endless punish- 
ment inconsistent with justice. Thereare three these. 

(1.) The difference treatment between the smallest sin- 
ner and the smallest saint out proportion the 
difference their characters, and not reconcilable with 
the justice God.— Edwards points out reply that the 
question whether the treated with injustice, 
which question the argument begs.’ 


| 

i 
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(2.) Endless punishment out proportion the 
nitude finite sin. Our sin finite, Dr. Chauncy thinks, 
crime which shall deserve infinite, endless, punish- 
ment.—Edwards replies showing that Chauncy, his 
admission that strict justice impossible that all men 
should saved, and his supposition that future pun- 
ishment may possibly annihilation, has already really 
granted what now denies. His positive answer this: 
that the argument involves the position that crime can 
justly punished for longer time than was consumed 
the perpetration it. This palpably 

(3.) The endlessness punishment makes equal all 
cases, which against the representations Scripture.— 
But Edwards shows that infinity duration does not 
involve infinity degree also. infinite line, and 
infinite superficies are not equal because both infinite.’ 

Although Edwards thus emphasizes the rational reply 
Dr. Chauncy, means confines himself this. 
makes thorough work the exegetical argument, and 
displays, think all would admit, not only greater 
acumen, but vastly sounder scholarship than Chauncy. 
does not use the methods modern exegesis altogether, 
but only because has not hand the same extent 
now both assist and plex the interpreter. 
interprets like Calvin. determines the sense 
the connection thought. the historical element 
modern exegesis wanting, the grammatical not 
prominent, yet the lexical there, the contextual hand- 
led master, and the analogy Scripture wisely 
employed. 

Weselect, the whole, the reply the expla- 


The reply Rom. viii. equally good. Inasmuch have 
already given Dr. Chauncy’s arguments note (p. 28) subjoin 
here few points Dr. Edwards’ reply, 159 ff.:— 
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Dr. Chauncy’s argument Rom. 12, etc., hangs, 
have already seen, the assumption that the antith- 
esis between Adam and Christ, and the universal effects 
the act each exact and applicable every point. 
Dr. Edwards discovers three arguments for this assump- 
tion Chauncy; viz., (1) that “many” the former 
part the fifteenth verse through the offence one 
many dead, much more hath the grace God abound- 
unto means all men, must the latter 
part, else “the antithesis will But, says Edwards, 
say: Pretender drew many into rebellion, 
but many were brought back”; not need as- 
sert that many were restored seduced, order 
the antithesis. (2) means all men because the 
article. This refuted numerous examples. (3) 


(1) After showing that the figure speech found the words 
etc., understand the inanimate creation, means too 
bold found Scripture, Edwards, often the custom 
both the Edwardses, father and son, states Dr. Chauncy’s argument more 
strongly than had himself, these words: There absurdity the 
representation that they [brutes and inanimate creatures] shall brought 
into the liberty the children God, after the end the because 
they will then annihilated; and represent that, after they shall anni- 
hilated, they shall still enjoy glorious liberty, gross inconsistency. 

Tothis replies: (a) Some writers think that this happiness 
enjoyed during the millennium, before the destruction the worid. 
Many writers think that the world not annihilated, but after being 
purified fire the home holy and happy beings 
Even they are destroyed, brutes and inanimate beings will delivered, 
upon the redemption man, from the abuse and misuse under which they 
have suffered; which may called participation liberty. 

(2) Edwards shows careful examination the pas- 
sages that, the four instances which occurs the New Testament 
besides this Rom. viii., signifies instance either more less 
than mankind, except Mark affirms that alone used 
the New Testament ten times, ‘‘in one which does mean man- 
kind,” and the passages. And, furthermore, goes into the Septuagint, 
and takes the three cases its occurrence, when translated 
and and cites the nine cases the Apocrypha 
which not once used signify all mankind and not more less.” 

think that the comparative thoroughness these two works 
mean indication the comparative merits the two causes they represent. 
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the eighteenth verse expressly stated that both the 
judgment and the free gift came a// men. The antith- 
esis demands that the phrases understood the same 
sense.—Here Edwards does not content himself with refut- 
ing this statement. points out that the words infer- 
ence used the beginning the eighteenth verse compel 
understand the second “all men” the sense the 
words “they which receive abundance grace” found 
theseventeenth. Theargument introduced Dr. 
prove that they who means 
simply the persons whom this grace bestowed, and not 
both parties admit that all such persons will saved. 
The question whether such persons are the same 
number “all men” strictly taken. Edwards then takes 
his stand the whole course thought from the closing 
verse the preceding chapter. Great and exclusive 
privileges are ascribed there many verses 
Does follow from this that the free gift Christ 
come upon all mankind, believers unbelievers? This 
destroys the whole cogency the reasoning. rather 
evident “that the offence one, Adam, judgment 
condemnation came upon all mankind who were seed 
even the righteousness one, Jesus Christ, the free 
gift unto justification life came upon all seed, who 
are believers only, and who are the only persons whom 
the apostle had been speaking the fol- 
lows also the example set Dr. Chauncy, and makes 
paraphrase part the passage, only now writing 
paraphrase which embodies Dr. Chauncy’s interpretations, 
and which contains number such inconclusive argu- 
ments this (eleventh verse): “And not only so; but 
believers also glory God through our Lord Jesus Christ, 
whom men have received the possibility salva- 
is, there some joy their part for 


Tb. Ib. 154. 
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something which special but rather altogether 
universal 

After showing the unfairness several Dr. Chauncy’s 
statements, and the fact that argues from possibility 
probability, and from this probability fact, Dr. Edwards 
disposes several other chief assumptions his. For 
example, Dr. Chauncy says that the “words and 
are evidently more loose and general their mean- 
ing than the English words everlasting.” asks 
the question: “If were not how comes pass that 
and will not always bear being translated 
nity, everlasting. replies: the same argu- 
ment may proved that our words and ever- 
lasting are more general than the Greek, for speak 
everlasting notice the remark and its ref- 
utation because recent discussions repeat this ancient one. 
But when Edwards comes the main argument, see 
once how poor match every respect Chauncy was for 
his antagonist. Edwards counts all the passages the 
New Testament where the words under discussion occur. 
classifies them. subjoins concordance. 
proves that the words correspond our English words 
eternity and and that Greek and English are used 
now strictly and now loosely the same manner. 
shows that the presumption with which come the 
subject future punishment favor their strict use 
here; and proves parallel examples that the pre- 
sumption sustained. Dr. Chauncy all 
his windings, confutes him everywhere. The refuta- 
tion complete. has never been shaken since, nor 
improved upon, and safe say never will. 

dwelt long upon this reply and yet have only 
sketched it. have been led this that all might 
feel something the strenuousness the contest then 
waged, and not fall into the mistake supposing that all 


1886. the New England Divines. 293 


wisdom this subject was born with the present gener- 
ation. turn now the more important point and 
consider 


Edwards’ Contributions the Development the 
Doctrine. 


(1.) the justice eternal punishment. 

find Dr. Edwards clearer definitions justice 
than had been given distinguishes 
three kinds justice. Commutative justice respects the 
equal exchange and restitution property. With this 
our subject has nothing do. justice the 
equal distribution rewards and punishments, and 
respects the rights and demerits the person 
rewarded punished. General public justice respects 
what are called the rights community, whether city, 
state, empire, the universe. This kind justice re- 
quires the public good the very same with 
general 

when inquire whether the endless punish- 
ment the wicked consistent with justice 
question is, whether inflict endless punish- 
utive justice, treatment him his judge corres- 
pondent, and more than correspondent, proportioned, 
his demerit, his crimes, his moral conduct and 
personal character.” The question the consistency 
such punishment with denevolence, though deeply import- 
ant, another matter. 

Having thus sharply defined the question, Dr. Edwards 
proceeds answer it. just punishment one propor- 
tioned the crime. Any punishment such “when 
the pain natural evil the punishment, exhibits 
just idea the moral evil ruinous tendency the crime, 
and proper motive restrain all intelligent beings from 
the commission the crime.” must object somewhat 
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this definition, for think that Dr. Edwards has for 
moment lost sight his own distinctions. The furnishing 
motive deter beholders from sin reason why 
benevolence may demand given punishment, e., why 
just under the head justice; but has nothing 
with personal demerit such, and does not enter 
into the justice punishment. should 
therefore reject the last clause the definition. And 
must reject, again, the apparent equivalence established 
between the ideas moral evil” and “ruinous tendency.” 
Dr. Edwards commits this point the error emphasiz- 
ing too strongly the governmental relations God the 
universe. chief evil any crime,” says, “on 
account which principally deserves punishment, con- 
sists the relaxation the laws and government the 
community which the crime Hence 
argues that “deserves just much punishment as, 
restoring the proper tone the laws, 
strength the government, will repair that 
True, deserves much punishment, but may conceiv- 
ably deserve because does not deserve for that 
reason such. Sin deserves punishment because not 
vastly broader than “the used this 
place. Dr. Edwards held the doctrine virtue taught 
his father. According must hate sin 
equally loves holiness. must hate propor- 
tion its degree heinousness, and that must pro- 
portion its opposition being-in-general. Now being- 
in-general is, first all, God himself. Hence God must 
hate sin proportion its degree opposition him- 
self, and must express this hate, punish, the same 
proportion. Hence the ill-desert sin, the degree 
punishment, may truly said independent the 
“community,” dependent upon it, for might exist, 
were there community. the desert sin must 
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measured referring himself. This President 
Edwards sought declaring sin infinite evil. 

have criticised President Edwards’ 
cipally because neglected consider both terms, and 
measured the degree opposition God sin simply 
the infinity him whom was opposed. Dr. Ed- 
wards may have viewed the matter somewhat differently. 
does not set forth the argument independently, that 
cannot say what modifications would have made 
it. But those who hold that sin infinite evil, 
that “a// they mean is, that may justly fol- 
lowed infinite Such was certainly not Presi- 
dent Edwards’ meaning. According him any sin against 
God was infinitely though might with 
the infinity line and not superficies; and endless 
punishment being infinite duration, “no more than 
proportionable the heinousness” sin.” Dr. Edwards 
seems therefore change somewhat the point view 
his father.” 

Accepting, then, the definition the infinite evil sin 
meaning that deserves endless punishment, how 
shall this shown Dr. Edwards gives the nega- 
tive argument that not unjust—in the form va- 
rious The positive argument advanced 
the chapter devoted the question may thus ex- 
pressed: Granting that has already been established 
that misery the curse the divine law; the 
inference immediate and necessary,” says Edwards, 
“that the endless misery the sinner just punish- 
and infinite justice should threaten his law 

desire call attention this argument, and 


Tb. 89. President Edwards’ Works, 504 


does not suppose himself differ essentially, evident his 
referring President Edwards, Bellamy, and Hopkins. Works, go. 


Works Dr. Edwards, 107. 
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express our opinion that substantial contribution 
the doctrine. That punishment for sin just, that future 
punishment just, are different truths from this, that 
ment fails, believe does, what one will 
Who pretend know all the elements entering into 
the moral desert sin, and determine what pain expresses 
appropriately God’s abhorrence But God just, 
and the Bible his word. the Bible declares endless 
punishment just, so. Auxiliary arguments may 
define the matter somewhat, and remove this that dif- 
but the positive argument must, seems us, 
always remain the biblical one. 

Having thus taken impregnable position, Dr. Ed- 
wards’ further argument only putting the con- 
firmatory evidence. The gospel scheme mercy, 
not justice. But endless punishment then 
act mercy part, but only the strict- 
est justice deliver man from it. The gospel also 
scheme which excites the salvation. But the 
endless punishment which threatens unjust, then 
ought assure the certainty salvation. the 
promises testify the same thing. God does not promise 
that will not tyrannize over men, injure them. 
promises deliver from what might inflict without 
tyranny. 

The second contribution Dr. Edwards the devel- 
opment the doctrine relates 

(2.) The relation the goodness God eternal 
ment. 

The second chapter Dr. Edwards’ book takes the 
question whether the damned deserve any other punish- 
ment than that which conducive their personal good.” 
not, and they receive none other, then, course, 
there difficulty reconciling their punishment with 
divine goodness. goodness towards the damned them- 
selves, because intended for their good, and does not dis- 


~ 
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play any lack true goodness towards others, inasmuch 
justice has not demanded anything more. 

know how Dr. Edwards would answer the ques- 
tion, and need not delay upon longer than say that 
shows conclusively how irreconcilable the supposition 
with the expressions Scripture which describe pun- 
ishment such words curse, vengeance, great evil, etc., 
etc. The supposition involves the doctrine, says, that 
punishment evil, but good; that the sinner experi- 
ences more grace and mercy hell than while earth; 
and fundamentally, since sin receives true punishment, 
that sin itself, moral evil. 

But now, endless punishment, according its true 
idea, consistent with divine goodness 

Many the arguments against endless punishment 
may dismissed with the remark that they are based 
the idea that endless punishment But, 
cruel, unjust. that such arguments from God’s 
goodness are arguments from his justice, and when 
have answered the objection that endless punishment 
unjust, have answered them. 

This brings Dr. Edwards “some general observations 
concerning the divine goodness,” which contain the sub- 
stance his contribution the doctrine. read: 


goodness God that glorious attribute which disposed 
communicate happiness his creatures. This divine attribute dis- 
tinguished from the divine justice this manner: the divine justice pro- 
motes the happiness the universal system, implying the divine glory, 
treating person strictly according his character; the divine good- 
ness promotes the same important object treating person more favorably 
than according his own character conduct. that both justice and 
goodness may and always do, far they are exercised, subserve the 
happiness the universal system, including the glory the Deity, 
the glory the Deity including the happiness the universal system. 
the glory God and the greatest happiness the system the uni- 
verse, and even the created system, mutually imply each when- 
meaning the other also. The declarative the exhibited glory God 
most perfect and most happy created and most perfect and most 
happy created system the exhibited glory God; the exhibition, 

XLIII. No. 170. 
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the manifestation, that glory; picture exhibition the man. 

infinite goodness God, and essential his nature, 
granted all hands. This attribute seeks the happiness 
creatures, the happiness the created system genera/, and every indi- 
vidual creature particular, far the happiness that individual not 
inconsistent with the happiness the system, with happiness the 
But any case, the happiness the individual inconsistent with the 
happiness the system, with the happiness other individuals, that 
bestowing happiness the first supposed individual, the quantity 
happiness the whole shall diminished; this case, goodness, the 
divine goodness, which perfect and infinite, will not consent bestow 
happiness that individual. Indeed, bestow happiness such case 
would instance goodness, but the want goodness. would 
argue disposition not increase happiness, but diminish and destroy it.” 


The contribution contained this passage not one 
essential thought, but only new fulness and clearness 
statement. 

this basis Dr. Edwards now reasons follows: 
Pain inflicted this life, and some punishment the 
world come (which will remembered Dr. Chauncy 
did not deny) are evidently for the good the universe 
the whole. “Why may not misery too, 
may not overbalanced the good resulting from 
Endless good arising from punishment infinite 
good. does not then appear “but that all good ends 
which are answered the temporary punishment the 
damned, may continued answered their contin- 
ual and endless punishment, Thus Dr. Ed- 
wards answers the objections irrefutable hypothesis. 
thus compels his opponent prove universal prop- 
osition,— Endless punishment answers good end. 

advances now the positive argument that endless 
punishment consistent with the divine 
good ends can promoted the infliction just punish- 
ment, has been abundantly shown, then consistent 
with goodness inflict it. make law 
which inconsistent with goodness, just contrary 
goodness it. But here the law threatening 
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eternal punishment. Hence not only its existence but its ex- 
ecution must consistent with goodness. And, finally,“the 
voice reason that divine goodness, regard the 
general good, requires that sin punished according 
its demerit some instances least; otherwise God 
would not appear what really is,an enemy sin, 
and greatly displeased with it. certainly consistent 
with divine goodness that sin exists the world, other- 
wise would never have existed. Now, since sin 
the world, God were never punish it, would seem 
degree than deserves, still would seem that his dis- 
pleasure far less than and ought be. Nor, 
can mere words, verbal declarations the Deity, suf- 
ficiently exhibit his opposition sin, long 
formly treats the righteous and the wicked the same 
manner. His character [the] view intelligent crea- 
tures will appear what holden forth his 
actions, rather than what he, mere words, declares 
be. But will any man say that conducive the good 
order and happiness the intellectual system, that God 
should appear enemy, but rather friend 


far Edwards. now pupil his, the 
distinguished President Yale College, 


IV. 


Dwight does not differ from his predecessors any 
point doctrine. accepts with them the idea pro- 
bation, which, says, “involves its nature close; 
infers trial that close, which the character the 
man who has gone through the probation, shall finally 
supposes, reward suited his conduct, and in- 
tended recompense with absolute Death 
terminates this probation.” Man then enters state 


reward punishment,” which will rendered final 
Ib. 140. Theology, iv. 404. 409. Ib. 422. 
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the confirmatory decision the day judgment.” 

should remembered that the theology President 
Dwight presented the sermons which regu- 
larly preached before Yale College. does not enter 
into formal controversy. also, doubtless, somewhat 
restricted the range his discussion the youth 
his auditory. This may the explanation his distin- 
guishing peculiarity the treatment this doctrine,—I 
mean the absence the speculative element. Dwight 
rests the proof his doctrine solely the Scriptures. 

assigns little weight, for example, Edwards’ ar- 
gument that sin infinite evil, and deserves infinite 
punishment. “It not design,” says, “to deny 
this doctrine, nor scrutinize the arguments which 
usually supported. is, however, but just observe 
that neither the nor the arguments, have ap- 
peared satisfactory the mind others they seem 
have done those whom they have been alleged. 

know nothing infinity but the fact that certain things 
are Concerning the infinity, 
discern manner which such minds ours can argue 
all. But our discussions concerning infinity, are 
prone, insensibly, blend these two things together; and 
often are amused with words only, when suppose our- 

The same trait seen his discussion the objection 
that the benevolence God irreconcilable with the 
idea endless punishment. does not give positive 
answer, his predecessors would have done, showing 
that the benevolence God demands such punishment. 
might have done so. accepted the doctrine that 
“love constituted the whole moral character 
thus holding the doctrine common all the New Eng- 
land school from Edwards down. defined justice, 
extended which right upon the whole, 
all cases; that which fittest and most useful 

Ib. 442. Ib. 461. 196. 
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done; that which will most promote the universal 
even find, other connections, some the more spec-. 
ulative views the subject briefly stated; when 
says: “It evident that God, who thus benevolent, 
must love the same disposition his creatures, and hate 
the opposite one, unchangeably and forever...... His 
approbation the final judgment other than testi- 
mony the pleasure which takes the moral charac- 
ter those who are approved; and his disapprobation 
similar testimony the displeasure which feels towards 
those who are And joining with strain 
remark found all these writers, though moderate 
way peculiar himself, says: good man, 
angel, ever regretted that God was just. impossible 
that virtuous being should not rejoice the justice 
God. The instinctive voice all the virtuous universe 
the voice angels, and the spirits just men made 
perfect the heavens crying: Alleluia! Salvation, and 
glory, and honor, and power, unto the Lord, our for 
true and righteous are his judgments. Great and marvel- 
lous are thy works, Lord, God Almighty, just and true are 
thy ways, thou King 

All this, however, incidental. enough show 
that was not blind indifferent the deep thoughts 
theology. When comes formally treat the sub- 
ject, prefers, his teacher Dr. Edwards did, rest 
his case elsewhere. answering the objection from the 
benevolence God prefers say: Were deter- 
mine what conduct the benevolence God 
would prompt him pursue; should not hesitate say 
that would never permit either natural moral evil 
exist the universe...... Very remote, however, from 
this scheme the actual state the world which 
certain, therefore, that permit the 
existence sin, and punish with suffering, and that 
suffering often excruciating terminate our present 
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life, are things consistent with the benevolence God. 
reason can given why who does these things 
here state trial may not the same things 
much greater extent state This 
does not prove his doctrine nor remove the difficulty. 
But masterly stroke both rhetoric and logic, 
whereby the difficulty put where belongs, the very 
permission sin. Were Dwight put the same thought 
modern phrase, might say: “If, face the plain 
declarations Scripture, you reject future punishment 
warring with benevolence, you cannot stop short the 
position James and John Stuart Mill, and reject the 
doctrine the existence benevolent God because 
the undeniable existence evil.” 

like manner, the objection that endless punishment 
unnecessary, Dwight replies: cannot said with 
unless know the whole state the divine 
government, and all the necessities those who are gov- 
Abhorrence excited the state the lost “may, 
for aught that appears, have powerful, perhaps in- 
dispensable efficacy preserve virtuous beings through- 


out the universe course endless obedience. The 


measures necessary moral government reaching 
through immensity and eternity cannot contrived 

This, then, what speculative character Dwight’s 
system contains. The positive proof purely biblical, 
and presents very new striking features. The Col- 
lege President preaching College students enters 
little more thoroughly than others into the exegesis 
the Greek text, and discusses and The defini- 
tion these words denoting “the longest period 
which the subject mentioned each case 
both happy and correct. used Scripture, 
says, “leave, far can discern, hope the 
termination the sufferings the The 

Ib. iv. 463. Tb, iv. 464. Ib. iv. 458. 
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idea eternal sin employed justification eternal 
punishment, though derived from Rev. xxii. 15, and Eccl. 
ix. 10, the critical reading Mark iii. being still un- 
known. But this not the sole ground punishment,” 
its 


shall pass next Hopkins and the Hopkinsians. 


ARTICLE VI. 


THE REVISED VERSION ISAIAH XL.—LXVI. 


THE REV. WILLIAM HENRY COBB, UXBRIDGE, MASS. 


BEING member Hebrew club which has been 
greatly interested for several years past studying the 
second part Isaiah, offer some observations this 
section the Revision, while should not venture review 
any other portion. 

often remarked the revised Old Testament 
whole, that the changes are less numerous proportion 
its length than the New Testament. This 
the section before us. large minority the verses 
are unaltered five consecutive ones, for instance, chap- 
ter xl. (12-16) and ten out the thirteen chapter lv. 
the other hand, the next chapter has but one verse 
unchanged out twelve; and chapter li. has but three 
out twenty-three. The impression which many seem 
have gained, that only few changes have been made 
the Old Testament, entirely erroneous. careful ex- 
amination these twenty-seven chapters shows that sev- 
enty per cent the verses (362 out 526) differ from the 
V., some slightly, some materially. much more 


Tb. iv. 460. Ib. iv. 446. Tb. iv. 404, 461, 463. 


difficult ascertain the number for, Pro- 
fessor Mead has opinions may differ how 
far change should analyzed. This practical difficulty 
great that doubt any two independent enumera- 
tions would agree throughout. endeavor has been 
reckon only one change any word, collocation 
words, representing one distinct variation the thought 
and notice all such variations, however slight. Thus, 
26, thou forth ¢hy (for “declare 
called single change, since part implies the 
whole; while, verse 28, will make Jacob curse” 
(for “have given Jacob the counted four 
changes, the steps being these: 

have given Jacob the curse. 

have given Jacob curse. 

have made Jacob curse. 

will make Jacob curse. 

account has been taken words italicized the 
V.and printed Roman letters the Not 
weary the reader with the details each chapter, give 
the following results: The chapters showing the greatest 
absolute and proportional number the sixty- 
sixth (71 changes verses), and the fifty-sixth (36 
changes verses). Those showing the least are the 
fifty-fifth minute changes verses), and the fortieth 
(34 changes verses). The first group nine chap- 
ters contains 216 verses and has 371 changes; the second 
group nine, 150 verses, 326 changes; the third group, 
160 verses, 333 changes. Total, 526 verses, 1,030 changes, 
almost two changes for every verse. this rate, reck- 
oning verses, the whole number changes the Old 
Testament would 45,458; reckoning pages, would 
42,712. This last fairer way, for the average verse 
our section longer than the average verse the Old 
Testament. the Revision Committee, informs 
that, some passages which has taken random, 
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the alterations average about one verse. Even thus, 
they would amount nearly 24,000; much larger num- 
ber than the popular impression referred 
think safe estimate them exceeding 30,000. 

ought certainly have expected large number 
changes, for Hebrew interpretation has made great strides 
within the present century,and Hebrew syntax, especially, 
may calleda recent science. The Revisers have evidently 
made thorough use all attainable helps for elucidating 
their text. one can fairly charge them with indolence, 
whatever their other faults. examination the sec- 
ond part Isaiah has developed increasing respect for 
their painstaking care and admirable judgment. shall 
now attempt set forth some advantages the new ver- 
sion, and then suggest some amendments. 


EXCELLENCE. 


Marginal Readings. These prove great conven- 
ience the many passages which the true sense 
uncertain, the best authorities being divided. They show 
the caution the Revisers and their from dog- 
matism. Thus, xl. 24, “they have not been planted 
margin, “scarce are they planted,” and through the 
text, often the revised New Testament. The 
V., “that spreadeth abroad the earth be- 
comes “that spreadeth abroad the earth; whois with 
margin, “Another reading is, return 
this subject the text further on. 

XLI. difficult passage. Let compare the two 
versions here, illustrate the decided changes and the 
carefulness with which they are introduced. place the 
marginal readings brackets. 

Who raised the righteous man [Heb. 
from the east, called him his foot, gave 
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the nations before him, and made rule over kings? 
gave ¢hem the dust his sword, driven stub- 
ble his bow.” 

Who hath raised one from the east, whom 
calleth righteousness his foot? [Or, whom 
ness calleth its or, whom meeteth whith- 
ersoever giveth nations before him, and maketh 
him rule over kings; giveth them the dust his 
sword, the driven stubble his bow.” 

The mere English reader will appreciate Professor Hux- 
ley’s satire the flexibility the Hebrew tongue, when 
compares the new and the old renderings lix. 19, 
and told that both may obtained legitimately from 
the text. margin the agrees verbatim 
with the text the (except “adversary,” for “en- 
but differs from the text follows: 
When the adversary shall come like flood, 
the spirit the shall lift standard against 
him.” For shall come rushing stream 
stream pent which the breath the 
driveth.” And yet fairer course could have been taken 
than present both admit the ambiguity 
the original. The Semitic languages are far more pic- 
torial, but far less precise, than the Aryan. 

the present state the Pentateuch controversy, 
somewhat annoying have decision such case 
xlii. (text: “to magnify the law and make honorable 
margin: “to make the teaching great and glorious”), but 
the former reading appears have retained least 
numerical preponderance. 

xlviii. the text reads (similarly V.) the Lord 
hath loved him; shall perform his pleasure Baby- 
lon.” The margin reads “he whom the Lord loveth shall,” 
etc. This construction given Ewald’s syntax (Eng. 
ed. 218) and adopted Cheyne and Delitzsch. 

xliii. the future tense given (“I will profane,” 
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etc., “will make,” etc.) while the perfect appears the 
margin. The present tense would seem best, (appar- 
ently) Driver, 

xlvii. the V., will not meet man,” 
becomes will accept man,” margin, “make truce with, 
Heb. The American Revisers have spare for accept, 
and omit make truce with. prefer Alexander’s explana- 
tion: shall encounter who can with- 
stand me. 

These specimens will perhaps sufficiently illustrate the 
marginal readings the Revision. 

Grammatical Relations. Among the Revisers were 
the well-known grammarian, Professor Davidson Edin- 
burgh, Professor Driver Oxford, author the valuable 
work the Hebrew tenses, and Dr. Cheyne, who has 
written the foremost English commentary Isaiah, which 
gives much attention grammatical well critical 
questions. Accordingly the internal evidence the Re- 
vision shows that all such questions have been considered 
with care, though the published judgment one more 
these scholars has often been overruled the majority. 

XLI. 28. V., “For beheld and there was man.” 
V., when look there man.” This seems 
better than Driver’s rendering (p. 221), “and suppose (if) 
looked.” 

21. V., The well pleased for his right- 
will magnify the law and make hon- 
V., “It pleased the for his righteous- 
ness’ sake magnify,” etc. The gain manifest, how- 
ever one settles the burning question between text and 
margin already referred to. 

14. V., have sent Babylon and have 
brought down all their preserves the 
change tense, transporting into the midst the 
scene. have sent Babylon, and will bring down 
all them fugitives.” 


The references are ed. The Use the Tenses Hebrew. 
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XLVI. begins the present tense, changes 
the imperfect, and returns the preserves 
the present throughout, making the account more vivid, 
thus: Bel boweth down, Nebo stoopeth; their idols are 
upon the beasts and upon the cattle; the things that 
carried about are made load,a burden the weary 
beast.” 

10. This greatly improved slight change 
structure. V., among you that feareth the 
that obeyeth the voice his servant, that walketh 
darkness and hath light? let him trust the name 
the and stay upon his V., “Who 
among you that feareth the that obeyeth the voice 
his servant? that walketh darkness and hath 
light, let him trust,” etc. 

passage. The improvement appears the choice tenses, 
and the connection clauses, especially the close: 
“and one from whom men hide their face was de- 
spised, and esteemed him not.” The margin here 

V., “Ye shall not fast this day, 
make your voice heard V., “Ye fast not 
this day make your voice heard high.” 
Here also the margin accords with the The next 
verse contains singularly adroit change, though slight 
that would pass unnoticed with many. 
“Ts such fast that have chosen? day for man 
afflict his soul?” “Is such the fast that have 
chosen? the day for man afflict his This indi- 
cates that the fast instead the day afflict the 
thus the verse becomes clear allusion the 
day atonement, before the time Ezra. 

This, however, somewhat perilous rendering. 
singular that Cheyne, who espouses it, says nothing 
defence the article before fast and day. 
and Delitzsch make both nouns anarthrous, but agree with 
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the against the Vulgate and the the general 
sense the passage. 

19. <A. V., “We are thine; thou never barest rule 
over them; they were not called thy V., 
are become they over whom thou never barest 
rule; they that were not called thy name.” 

LXV. very harsh V., “which walketh way 
that was not V., not good.” 

tinction between the people God and other peoples. 
See the preface the Revisers. 

“Of old” instead “from that time,” xliv. xlv. 21. 
would have been much better, think, keep the 
Hebrew precisely the same, all these places. 

11; lvi. 

20. V., “the children which thou shalt have, 
after thou hast lost the other.” These twelve words rep- 
resent only two the original, child- 
ren thy bereavement.” 

11. V., “sparks;” V., “fire-brands.” 

LI. 20. V., wild bull;” V., “antelope.” 

Liv. V., “inalittle “in overflowing 
wrath.” 

LVI. “son the stranger;” V., “stranger.” 

11. V., “make fat thy V., 
strong thy bones.” 

LIx. V., None calleth for justice, nor any plead- 
eth for V., None sueth righteousness, and 
none pleadeth truth” very different thought). 

Lx. V., “forces the V., “wealth 
the nations.” lxi. 6., for 

V., “as when the melting fire burneth;” 
V., “as when fire kindleth the brushwood.” 
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V., “Shall the earth made bring forth 

few passages quite obscure the old version are 
cleared the new. 

XLI. 26. V., first shall say Zion, Behold, be- 
hold them;” V., first will say unto Zion, Behold, 
behold them.” The American Committee suggest here, 
the first that saith,” etc. Several other renderings 
have been proposed, but either the above decided 
Dr. Chambers criticize the English Revisers this pas- 
sage follows:* “It very hard attach any meaning 
the rendering xli. 27, copied the Revision from 
the The first shall say unto Zion, Behold, behold 
them.’ But the Appendix renders sensibly,” etc. The 
English Revisers have means copied the 

The has the unintelligible translations, 
“even before the day heardest them not “from 
that time that thine ear was not opened.” The sub- 
stitutes: before this day thou heardest them not;” 
“from old thine ear was not opened.” 

LI. 14. V., “The captive exile hasteneth that may 
loosed, and that should not die the 
“The captive exile shall speedily loosed; and shall 
not die and down into the pit.” 

V., “Shall appeased for these 

LXV. 11, 12. V., That prepare table for that troop, 
and that furnish the drink offering unto that number. 
Therefore will number you unto the sword.” V., 
That prepare table for Fortune and that fill mingled 
wine unto Destiny; will destine you the sword.” Cf. 
the commentaries Cheyne and Delitzsch 

V., “For all those things hath mine hand 
made, and all those things have been.” V., all 


Companion Revised Old Testament, pp. 207, 


1886. The Revised Version Isaiah 311 


these things hath mine hand made, and all these things 
came be.” 


next suggesting some amendments the Re- 
vised Version the section before us. 


II. PROPOSED CHANGES. 


Notes. have already called attention the 
marginal note xliv. 24: “Another reading is, 
The only other passages containing precisely this desig- 
nation, reading is,” are: xlvi. 11; xlix, lii. 
the margin our Hebrew The note, “Or, oth- 
erwise read,” marks extra-Massoretic interpretation, 
arising from different vocalization the Hebrew con- 
sonants. (See Revisers’ preface.) occurs only twice, 
14, and Ixv. third form, “Or, according an- 
other reading,” found only one the passages 
disputed between the Palestinian and Babylonian Jews. 
All these variations are agreed to, without comment, 
the American Committee. otherwise when the En- 
glish Revisers indicate their authority for proposed 
change text. This occurs follows: xl. (“Sept. and 
xlix. and xliv. 21, and 
(“Some ancient xlix. 17, and 
ancient authorities”); Ixvi. and (“Many 
ancient One more passage stands itself, 
[Heb. where the English Committee note the 
margin, “the text probably corrupt,” and the American 
Committee omit the note. 

have thus found eighteen textual annotations, 
which just half are accepted and half rejected the 
American Revisers. the last case cited there are strong 
reasons for the decision the American 
hoped that the Bible will remain book for the 


The last example disappears from the margin the Baer and Delitzsch 
text, but discussed page that edition. 


= 


people, and the popular mind unfamiliar with the 
technical use the word “corrupt,” will undoubtedly 
puzzled and stumbled thereby. least, the 
bones the skeleton should not have protruded. the 
other cases neither committee appear have been thor- 
oughly self-consistent. Why, for example, should refer- 
ence the versions have been inserted xliv. and 
not and why should the American Commit- 
tee have objected the former and not the latter? for 
they not simply strike out the references ancient 
authorities, but the also. These two passages 
are parallel; have, each case, different vocalization 
the same consonants, supported ancient authority. 
Without entering fully into the vexed question textual 
changes, suggest that the facts brought out the Revis- 
ers’ preface warranted departure from the Massora, 
ancient authority, certain extreme cases; but that the 
margin the revised translation should more have 
specified the authorities for given reading 
than those against it. Every one knew that the Revisers 
would carefully weigh all questions legitimately before 
them their results, not their processes, should have been 
given the public. Hence the formula “another reading 
would have been proper all these cases; and when- 
ever such reading failed commend the Amer- 
ican Committee, they could have suggested its omission. 
But, the matter stands,the average reader put posses- 
sion the light which makes darkness his little 
learning proves dangerous thing. What needs 
know is, that, according the judgment the majority 
the Revisers, the reading the text right 
that the margin right. The attempt establish 
degrees probability the various expressions the 
margin cannot deemed success, and becomes some- 
what ludicrous when reduced its minimum li. 
like manner margin, “Or, like 
italics are mine. The majority Revisers having agreed 
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insert the word stood inferior rendering 
without any perhaps.” 

Words frequently occurring. 

(1) When found that the Revisers had retained 
wondered with great admiration (in the archaic 
sense); for had supposed the popularization the name 
Jehovah, the personal appellation the true God, 
would one the great gains the new version. 
every one knows, this the first the suggestions 
hoped that will made effectual, distant day, 
throughout the English-speaking world. the section 
under review, the various names God form most 
interesting subject investigation, reflecting the relig- 
ious ideas the period. For instance, the sublime 
address Cyrus the beginning chapter the 
thought brought out distinctly that Jehovah not 
remain the monarch unknown God. The message 
effect: have called thee thy name, learn 
thou call name.” The last part verse 
should rendered, think: “that thou mayest know 
that who call thee thy name, Jehovah, the God 
Delitzsch takes his interpretation (Jes. 
ed. 473, But how the 
sense weakened, when read, the V., “that thou 
mayest know that the which call thee thy 
name, even the God Israel”! curious ambiguity 
results from this rendering lvi. saith the LorD 
the eunuchs,” though were ruler The 
old version preferable here, saith the LoRD unto 
the eunuchs.” the eunuchs” would bet- 
ter still. 

(2) nim This rendered spirit the (with 
small s), breath the Lord.” Why was not dis- 
tinction made between passages like xl. “the spirit 
the Lord bloweth upon it;” lix. rushing stream 


which the breath the Lord driveth,” the one hand, 
XLIII. No. 170. 
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and the passages the other hand where the personal 
divine being clearly intended? These are xl. 13; 
(his Spirit, the pronoun referring Adhonay Jehovih); 
lix. Spirit, the pronoun referring Jehovah); 
and the phrase Holy Spirit,” occurs 
twice, 10, printed thus: But they rebelled, 
and grieved his holy that put his 
holy spirit the midst cannot but regard 
this obstacle the recognition the unity the Old 
and New Testaments. 

(3) appears inadequate; far off coasts, coast- 
the margin lix. 18, V., would preferable. 
distant region reached water” seems the mean- 
ing the passages referred to, which are follows: xli. 

(4) find good authority for the render- 
ings and singing. they often denote other than 
musical sounds, the word shout seems generally better 
The Revisers give for except 
14, where substituted. translated sing 
10, both noun and verb, well rendered and 
hence some other term should found for the 
next verse, even that may properly rendered sing. 
The synonym rendered shout, occurs 
here. suggest the following for the whole clause: “let 
the inhabitants Sela exult, let them cry out from the 
top the mountains.” 

bchold, the dissyllable being the more common each lan- 
guage. would give these respective renderings, except 
perhaps “behold, look, beseech thee, are 
all thy people.” (Even here might answer; cf. Cheyne.) 
The Revisers translate both words except 
12, where (twice) represents The gives 
behold throughout. 

not forget the distinction between revision and 


translation, but think the above changes came properly 
within the scope the Revision. 

Grammatical Relations. 

XL. 30. For Even the youths shall faint,” read, “Though 
youths may Grammar, English ed.,p. 283.) 

XLI. Change “they and every one said,” 
present tense. (Driver, above, 44.) 

For “and will hold thy will keep thee,” 
read, “that may hold thy hand and keep thee.” (Ewald, 
256.) 

For “Bring forth the blind people that have 
eyes,” read, Bring forth people blind, although they 
haveeyes.” (Driver, pp. 227,228.) Inthe next verse, change 
all the nations,” etc., simple statement, “all the 
nations gather together, and the peoples assemble.” 
(Driver, 30, 3.) 

20. and V., “He feedeth ashes; 
deccived heart hath turned him aside.” Driver 233, 
obs. 2): Feeding ashes, deceived heart hath turned 
him astray,” e., while feedeth ashes. 
“Creating the fruit the lips, Jehovah saith, Peace, peace.” 
think these suggestions Professor Driver might well 
adopted even revision. 

V., knew that thou wouldest deal very 
for the divine fore-knowl- 
edge. V., knew that thou didst deal,” etc. Driver, 
51, defends the V., and see not why should 
abandoned. The imperfect may, however, express here 
permanent quality; which case should render, 
Delitzsch, knew that thou art utterly treacherous.” 

21. For They thirsted not when led them 
through the deserts,” read, They thirsted not whom 
led through deserts.” (So Ewald, 219 and 1.) 

XLIX. 23. For, they that wait for shall not 
ashamed,” read, “on whom those who wait shall not 
ashamed.” Similarly, Cheyne, Delitzsch. 

was oppressed, yet humbled himself.” 


Driver, 229, suggests was oppressed, being 
(already) afflicted.” the abruptness the Hebrew 
may imitated thus: “Oppressed and afflicted he, yet 
opened not his mouth.” 

For she cast off,” read “she shall not 
rejected.” (Ewald, 206.) 

and text: “In all their affliction 
was afflicted,” following the margin, trans- 
lates the K’thibh thus: “In all their adversity was 
adversary.” The latter adopted Dr. Kay the 
Speaker’s Commentary, and Dr. Moore the Amer- 
ican edition Lange. They object the former render- 
ing that were said Jehovah, would mean, not 
was afflicted, but was hard pressed 
lowing this hint suggest that read the K’thibh, and 
render thus: “In all their straits was not straitened, 
but the angel his presence saved them.” Cf. Isa. lix. 
Cor. vi. 12. 

Miscellaneous Cases. 

XL. 19. graven image, workman melted it.” 
Appendix: “omit The American Revisers cer- 
tainly did well avoid melting graven image. 

XLI. fin. Despite Delitzsch’s criticism, think 
bach has this essentially right. would translate: 
sword maketh them dust, his bow driven stubble.” 

XLI. 15. put make thee,” for make thee,” 
shall show the English reader that Israel be, not 
have, threshing sledge. 

10. “Or gravenimage?” Cf. xl. 

XLIv. 28. “And the temple, thy foundation shall 
The Hebrew simply and the whole, 
including the previous clause, may rendered thus: 
“saying also Jerusalem, She shall built, and the 
temple Similarly Gesenius and Delitzsch. 

13. The version Delitzsch, and 


1886. The Revised Version 317 


Cheyne deserved place the margin, not (as think) 
the text. them now rise and save thee the 
dividers the heavens, the star-gazers, who every month 
give report what shall come upon thee.” 

XLIX. 21. Put margin, who hath borne these?” 
place text. (Professor Smith, Student, Oct., 
1885, 64.) 

LI. 17. The bowl the cup seems in- 
elegant. Better, goblet-cup (“gob- 
from Cheyne; from Riggs, Sug- 
gested Emendations). would justify this change even 
revision, for think the phrase the the cup” 
conveys idea. 

Instead sit thee down,” which reminds 
one the fabled king France, or, sit thy 
throne” (American Committee), read “arise, take thy place.” 

think the margin, “startle,” the word sug- 
gested Dr. Riggs and others, “astonish,” should take 

13. Read, thou turn away thy foot from doing 
thy pleasure the Sabbath, holy day.” Riggs, 
Suggested Emendations. 

15. For “yearning thy bowels” read multi- 
tude thy mercies.” 


remark conclusion that believe farther revision 
the new version entirely impracticable. regard 
the present Revision great improvement upon King 
James’s, but hope the time when equally competent 
committee shall able produce new English 
tion the Scriptures, may not more than century 
distant. 


ARTICLE VII. 


DESERTION SCRIPTURAL GROUND 
DIVORCE? 


THE REV. CHARLES MORGAN, MOLINE, ILL. 


Upon the interpretation single passage Paul’s 
first letter the Corinthians depends our answer this 
question. If, when Paul says Cor. vii. 15, “The 
brother the sister not under bondage 
such means affirm, that when believing 
wife deserted her consort, vice versa, the two are 
longer bound the marriage vow, but are free 
marry again, then certainly sanctions another ground 
divorce besides that which Christ, his Sermon 
the Mount and one other occasion, seems explicitly 
affirm the ground; viz., fornication. The right 
interpretation this passage prime importance 
the interests morals and good government. Our in- 
quiry may well begin with brief historical survey. 

Christ’s time the permission Moses (Deut. xxiv. 1), 
that man found “uncleanness” his wife, might 
give her writing divorcement, and let her go, and 
may and another man’s wife,” was freely 
interpreted the school Hillel, that divorce had 
become practically dependent upon the changing mood 


and taste the husband. Although the school 


mai held that the “uncleanness” specified Moses must 
involve moral guilt, yet the view Hillel far pre- 
vailed, that the poor cooking dinner, the going from 
home without veil, any bodily affliction, even the 
preference the husband for more attractive woman, 
were justified the rabbis valid grounds divorce. 
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Nor, illustrated perhaps the woman Samaria, was 
this putting away confined the act the husband. 
was not uncommon for the Jew Christ’s day excuse 
the laxity his people, this respect, the plea the 
peculiar privileges God’s chosen people. 

the facility divorce the Empire there copious 
evidence. evil historians attribute greater 
responsibility for the fall the Republic, than the per- 
fect freedom with which wives and husbands were shifted 
will, even exchanged. Seneca mentions “illustrious 
and noble women who reckoned time, not the number 
the consuls, but the number their successive hus- 
Into such disrepute had the married state fallen, 
and emptied its ancient dignity had the family rela- 
tion become, that Augustus found necessary, 
measure state, bounty those who would 
take wives and rear children. gain some conception 
the remarkable influence the gospel this fact, 
therefore, that, though was the slow work centuries, 
yet times Christ’s law divorce had become 
part the civil code every Christian people. This 
gigantic vice, which struck the very root social 
order destroying the family, was and brought 
into subjection the law Christ. This vast change 
was wrought the basis that interpretation Script- 
ure which regards command declaring true 
marriage indissoluble, e., permitting final divorce 
with liberty remarriage, long both husband and 
wife are alive. Separations, without liberty remarriage, 
were granted for adultery, and for whatever other grounds 
the church deemed fitting. These were allowed the 
supposed authority Paul, “the brother the sister 
not under bondage such denial the church 
the liberty remarriage, even the innocent party 
pair separated for reason adultery, while the guilty 
consort lived, was based upon the Mosaic legislation. The 
Mosaic law attached adultery the penalty death; 
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hence was urged the church, that Christ, when 
declared fornication the only ground divorce, 
contemplated the just punishment the guilty party, 
and end the union. The denial remarriage 
both parties was also based upon the omission such 
permission both Mark and Luke, who quote Christ 
thus: Every one that putteth away his wife and marrieth 
another committeth and also upon 
words Rom. vii. “For the woman that hath 
husband bound law her husband while 
liveth,” etc. The correctness this interpretation was 
open question. Augustine, his later writings, ex- 
pressed some doubt his earlier conclusions this 
subject. the Eastern church the view finally prevailed 
that separation for adultery constituted final 
with liberty for the innocent party remarry once. 


the Western church there was deemed one appar- 


ent exception the rule indissolubility. This was 
the case Christian deserted unbelieving consort. 
Such desertion, virtue Paul’s command, brother 
sister not under bondage such was deemed 
the Western church abrogation marriage which, 
from the outset, had possessed sacramental sanction; 
hence the deserted party, though never married, was 
permitted contract new alliance. This case was, 
true marriage, since true and fixed marriage, “in the 
was deemed have ever been consummated. 
This rule was reaffirmed the Canons Trent, and 
the Syllabus Pius 1864. should said, how- 
ever, that the true marriage, set forth 
the church, were many render verdict 
nullity almost easy procure modern divorce. 
Coming the Reformation era, find Luther, 
Melanchthon, Calvin, Zwingli, and Bucer, all advocates 
the view that not only (1) was adultery declared 
Christ valid ground final divorce, with privilege 
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remarriage the innocent party, but (2) that desertion 
was sanctioned Paul cases righteous ground 
for the same final divorce with privilege remarriage. 
Protestantism, therefore, contrast with Rome, affirmed 
the principle that true marriage indissoluble, but 
may dissolved with privilege remarriage, 
the grounds, adultery desertion. With the excep- 
tion England, Protestant communities generally adopted 
this view. Scotland, since divorce, with 
privilege remarriage, has been granted for adultery 
desertion. 

England, although many efforts were made, which 
Milton’s was the most notable, secure greater license, 
yet, until 1857, the law remained substantially the same 
that the Roman church, holding marriage indis- 
soluble for any cause. During all this time, however, 
while the /aw remained fixed, divorces were repeatedly 
granted special acts Parliament the ground 
adultery. law was passed, providing for com- 
plete divorce for the husband the ground the wife’s 
adultery, and for the wife the ground the husband's 
adultery enhanced aggravating circumstances, such 
cruelty, etc. For desertion, cruelty, and all other causes 
save adultery, only judicial separation mensa thoro 
permitted England. The divorce the ground 
adultery is, however, permitting remarriage. 
United States, the variety grounds which final 
divorce may secured only limited the variety 
iniquity. The State statutes range from the denial 
divorce, South Carolina, the recognition but 
one ground, adultery, New York, the easy divorces 
Connecticut, whenever “the happiness the 
destroyed and “the end the marriage 
relation frustrated,” or, Indiana, where may 
allowed “for any other cause for which the court shall 
proper that divorce should granted.” 
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noted, then, that the stringent view the 
Roman church, permitting final dissolution true 
marriage, which was changed the Protestant Reform- 
ers the permission final divorce either the 
two grounds, adultery desertion, has degenerated still 
further the United States, the permission divorce 
for any cause which civil court may deem sufficient. 
result such degeneracy the ratio divorces mar- 
riages New England stands one ten; Connecti- 
cut, reckoning simply the American population, one 
eight; and Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan, with other 
Western States, the same lax tendency marked. 
view the facts, can hardly question, that, mar- 
riage possesses any such sanctity that with which 
Scripture invests it, which Christ avowed for it, and 
which history awards the corner-stone political 
stability and moral growth, then becomes the churches 
America ask whether they have not slept while the 
enemy has sown tares; and whether mistaken interpre- 
tation Scripture has not opened the way vast evil. 
The general admission desertion valid ground 
divorce opens not only one the easiest and most avail- 
able methods, but one which itself possesses such 
peculiar, and inherently disrupting, nature that which 
distinguishes fornication. Regarded from legal human- 
itarian point view merely, the reasons for granting 
divorce for desertion are less forcible than for many other 
grounds. That which gives chief weight the explicit 
commands Scripture inherent reasonableness, 
appealing the conscience. The fact that desertion 
more possesses such inherent reasonableness than many 
other grounds, affords strong presumption that 
sanctioned Scripture. becomes every Christian 
pastor and teacher, therefore, carefully review the 
Scripture this point, before assenting ground 
which has opened the door widest abuse. 


Il. THE DOCTRINE CHRIST. 


the right interpretation Paul’s words Cor. 
vii. 15, under bondage such cases,” the first essen- 
tial the clearest apprehension Christ’s teaching. 
may fairly assume that interpretation Paul, con- 
sistent with even the broadest view inspiration, should 
conflict with the explicit declarations Christ, provided 
can attain reasonable certainty what those decla- 
rations are and mean. Upon two occasions Christ re- 
ferred divorce. The first instance occurs his Ser- 
mon the Mount, recorded Matt. 31, 32; the 
second, few days before his final entry Jerusalem, 
recorded Matt. xix. 1-12; Mark 2-12; and Luke xvi. 
18. his Sermon the Mount, Christ contrasts the 
righteousness his kingdom with that legislation which 
had prevailed, God’s permission, among those “old 
Third, the order topics, stands divorce; 
was said also, Whosoever shall put away his wife, let him 
give writing divorcement: but say unto you, 
that every one that putteth away his wife, saving for the 
cause fornication, maketh her adulteress: and who- 
soever shall marry her when she put away committeth 
(Matt. 31, Remembering the extreme 
laxity that prevailed this subject among the Jews 
Christ’s day, seems certain that Christ here rebukes the 
wide-spread polygamy contrasting the law, which 
the “old time” God permitted “for the hardness your 
hearts,” with that divine law, which was the beginning, 
and which shall prevail kingdom righteousness. 
Christ’s second recorded mention divorce was his re- 
ply wily question the Pharisees, put with direct 
intent entrap him. “Is lawful,” they asked, 
man put away his wife for every Have not 
read,” replied Christ, “that which made them, from 
the beginning made them male and female, and said, For 
this cause man leave his father and mother, and 
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shall cleave his wife; and the twain shail become one 
flesh? that they are more twain, but one flesh. 
What therefore God hath joined together, let not man 
put asunder” (Matt. xix. 3,6). this the Pharisees plaus- 
ibly rejoined, then did Moses command give 
bill divorcement, and put heraway?” unto 
them: Moses for your hardness heart (not 
commanded, you affirm, but suffered) you put away 
your wives: but from the beginning hath not been so. 
And say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, 
except for fornication, and shall marry another, commit- 
teth adultery: and that marrieth her when she put 
away committeth adultery.” noticed, first, that 
Christ adds, here, what had previously said, the 
Sermon the Mount, this, that not only does the man 
putting away his wife, save for fornication, cause her 
commit adultery case she remarries, but a/so commits 
adultery marries another woman. this, Mark’s 
record adds, that the wife, “if she herself shall put away 
her husband, and marry another, she committeth adultery 
(Mark Neither Mark nor Luke, however, refer 
the one exception, mentioned Matthew, fornication. 

The force Christ’s teaching here must depend the 
meaning the terms uses. What the “putting 
ilege remarrying, refer any separation? The fact 
that the Jews, whom Christ addressed, gave full liberty 
remarriage any wife husband who had been “put 
away,” has satisfied some that Christ here forbade only 
such putting away involved the permission remar- 
riage. Opposed this view, however, stand the words 
Christ, declaring the union husband and wife one 
flesh bond more sacred that that which unites the 
child the parent; Therefore “shall man leave his father 
and mother, and shall cleave his wife,” there- 
fore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.” 
These words convey permission for separa- 
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tion, either with liberty remarriage, separa- 
tion merely mensa the other hand, the very 
fact that any putting away wife husband was counted 
the Jews opening the way for remarriage, forcibly 
argues that Christ both intended condemn, and did, 
his prohibition, emphatically condemn, any and every sort 
separation husband and wife. That any “putting 
away” involved Christ’s thought the possibility 
remarriage, and that therefore condemned a// putting 
further indicated the fact that, each his 
allusions the matter, connects with such 
the possibility remarriage. 

Again, what does the “fornication” signify, which 
Christ affirms the only ground “putting 

Both ancient and the best modern exegetes, 
translated held substantially equivalent 
adultery, and signify the sexual intercourse 
the wife with another than her husband. This crime 
was punishable, under the Levitical law, with death, but 
this penalty had ceased inflicted long before Christ’s 
time. Christ’s teaching, then, may sum follows: 

Save for the cause fornication, man may put 
away his wife. 

The wife may not put away her husband, save 
(though Christ does not explicitly say this, yet consis- 
tency compels infer it) for reason fornication. 
Favoring this inference that for cause the wife may 
put away her husband, although not allowed explicitly 
Christ, there the argument that the wife should pos- 
sess the same privilege with the husband. Opposed 
the inference stands the fact, that the fornication wife 
was, under Jewish law, much graver sin than the forni- 
cation husband, and more severely punished. 

like difference recognized English law to-day, 
which requires that the adultery the husband, war- 
rant divorce, must aggravated nature. That 
there obvious difference between the two cases has 
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been generally recognized; and yet the language Mark, 
which applies precisely the same prohibition both hus- 
band and wife, seems put them this respect upon 
equal footing, and may reasonably infer that for one 
ground, the wife may also put away her hus- 
band. 

who puts away his wife, she who puts away 
her husband, saving for fornication, and marries again 
(during the other’s life), commits adultery. The language 
Mark, “committeth adultery her,” indicates that 
the remarriage contemplated involving adultery, was 
marriage during the other’s life. 

Whoever marries the one put away, during the 
other’s life, commits adultery. 

That the innocent party pair divorced for reason 
fornication, may remarry, may presumed, though 
Christ does not say it. This presumption the Roman 
church denies, holding any marriage absolutely 
indissoluble, save death. Favoring it, the fact that 
Christ only declares that one guilty adultery who 
remarries, after putting away his wife for other ground 
than fornication; hence the inference remarry 
for the innocent party justly divorced that ground. 
Whether the guilty party, after divorce, may remarry, 
Christ does not say. The expectation would seem granted 
that the civil law would not sanction the remarriage 
the guilty party, and that such prohibition would 
part the penalty for their crime. 

The substance Christ’s teaching may succinctly 
put sentence: Let man put away his wife, and 
let wife put away her husband, for any cause, save for- 
nication. 

This putting away may justly interpreted includ- 
ing both final divorce and the separation mensa thoro. 
Christ gives direct inferential permission for any 
separation whatever. The inference such permission 
contradicts the unqualified language whosoever putteth 
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away.” But, while Christ gives sanction state 
separation without divorce, that fact does not argue guilt 
the innocent party who deserted. The existence 
such state separation, sad and helpless result 
one party’s desertion, fully recognized Paul, but 
neither Paul nor Christ can fairly interpreted advo- 
cating commending any such separation brought about 
mutual consent. 

now, have rightly apprehended the letter and 
spirit Christ’s teaching this subject, two further 
questions arise 

First. that Christ sanctioned but ground 
divorce, did intend that sanction practical guide 
and rule for his day and all the future, or, did simply 
present standard, toward which men were 
approximate? the latter opinion Dr. Lange and Dr. 
Schaff, with others, rest. They compare the command 
respecting divorce, with the commands, “Swear not 
all,” and Whosoever shall smite thee the right cheek, 
turn him the other and infer that all alike are set 
forth Christ the ideal rather than practical 
this conclusion true, then the question naturally sug- 
gested, Did Christ, when condemned the old 
given for the hardness the people’s heart, and 
proclaimed new law, contemplate and sanction precisely 
the same laxity for the practical rule his followers 
the future, that which forcibly condemns? That 
view would seem empty Christ’s commands meaning 
and force. 

Second. possible that Christ, forbidding all save 
one ground divorce, failed contemplate the emer- 
gencies which would arise his kingdom, such, g., 
the desertion believer unbelieving consort, 
that his apostle Paul would justified the introduction 
second ground divorce, viz., desertion, supply 
the deficiency? Such failure Christ’s part would 
seem, not only inconsistent with his authoritative utterance 
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any subject, and especially one with which deals 
very explicitly, but would make all his doctrine subject 
apostolic revision. must conclude, therefore, that, 
unless there can found other passages Scripture 
such irreconcilable contradiction what seems the ex- 
plicit teaching Christ warrant the serious doubt 
our interpretation, Paul will found agree with 
Christ but one ground divorce and only 
unavoidable separation. 


begin our inquiry respecting Paul’s teaching 
divorce, with the fair presumption that will conform 
that Christ. The words Christ, carefully interpreted, 
must course authoritative and final, unless the teach- 
ing the apostles conflicts irreconcilably indicate 
that our interpretation Christ must fault. What 
then the fact respecting the reconciliation Paul’s 
statements with our interpretation Christ forbidding 
not only all divorce, but all voluntary separation, save for 
the one ground adultery? Briefly, and general, this: 
possible interpret Paul’s words, when considered 
themselves alone, sanction desertion second 
ground divorce; but, when taken connection with 
Christ’s words, that interpretation creates conflict, which 
only unwarrantable exegetical strain can reconcile. 
the other hand, there simple and natural interpre- 
tation Paul’s language, which perfectly accords with 
what have seen the simple and natural interpre- 
tation Christ’s teaching. show this, will briefly 
trace the course thought which Paul leads the 
words, brother sister not under bondage such 
cases.” Paul opens the general subject marriage, 
his first letter the Corinthians, with preface stating 
that now speaks concerning things whereof wrote 
unto me.” The nature these “things” learn from 


what follows. With respect the unmarried commends 
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celibacy, but the same time advises marriage for whom 
necessary, and emphasizes the married 
life. should noted also that Paul’s commendation 
celibacy, those for whom was possible, 
fied account the “present Cor. vii. 27). 
But if, some circumstances, the single state preferable 
the married, the question would naturally arise the 
minds many the married, not better, and will 
not advance our own and Christ’s interests, for sepa- 
rate? would not have been strange there were some 
Paul’s day, since they exist our own, whom mis- 
taken assurance Christ’s immediate coming persuaded 
forsake wife and children, engage exclusively 
Christian work. The writer had occasion, few years 
since, counsel the obligation home duties illit- 
erate person whose unbalanced zeal was leading him 
leave his family dependence charity while went 
out ignorantly preach Christ. Paul must have coun- 
selled many such. Or, again, husbands and wives in- 
compatible nature may have asked instruction from the 
church Corinth respecting their separation, and these 
inquiries may have come turn Paul for answer. But, 
however varied the circumstances which suggested the 
question this subject, here Paul’s answer: But unto 
the married give charge, yea not but the Lord, That 
the wife depart not from her husband (but and she 
depart, let her remain unmarried, else 
ciled her husband); and that the husband leave not his 
Cor. 10, 11). This advice may have had 
view only those couples whom both husband and 
wife were believers. The fact that the next paragraph, 
under the designation Paul speaks couples, 


whom one party unbeliever, might argue, that his 


preliminary advice was designed exclusively for believers, 
but that conclusion means certain. When Paul 
says that not he, but the who commands with 


reference the married, understood the best 
VoL. 
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authorities refer the commands Christ recorded 
for the Gospels. These commands of. Christ, how- 
ever, were not addressed exclusively believers, but 
notably the second occasion the Pharisees. quot- 
ing Christ’s authority, therefore, Paul probably addressed 
audience wide and varied, and certainly would 
not the obligation Christ’s command. The prob- 
ability strong, therefore, that Paul first gives the author- 
ity Christ his general command all 
sons: the married give charge, yea not but the 
Lord, That the wife depart not from her husband (but and 
she depart, let her remain unmarried, else recon- 
ciled her husband), and that the husband leave not his 
wife.” 

important question here arises the meaning 
the word here translated “to depart.” Does 
Paul mean “let not the wife absolutely separate herself 
with possibility (let not the wife divorce 
herself), does mean “let her not separate from her 
husband’s household, even though the marriage bond 
continues?” The argument for each these interpreta- 
tions strong create the probability that both 
ideas are included, and all separation forbidden. His 
appeal Christ’s command, which, have seen, 
forbade any sundering the marriage relation save for 
reason fornication. But all separation, the Jewish 
practice the day, involved the liberty remarriage, 
hence Christ forbade separation putting away, and 
the probability seems strong that, strict accord with, 
and the authority Christ, Paul does the same. 
further indication that the separation here forbidden 
Paul was separation which would understood open- 
ing the way remarriage, the specific command which 
Paul now adds but and she depart” (if for any unfor- 
tunate reason separation occurs, the lesser sin sepa- 
tion committed) “let her remain unmarried, or” (what 
all means preferable) “else reconciled her hus- 
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noticeable here, that Paul makes mention 
the one ground separation sanctioned Christ. 
Possibly the general acquiescence the disruption 
union which such crime involved, rendered unnecessary 
tion the unfortunate fact separation, and his command 
those separated, cannot fairly interpreted the 
least sanction such state. simply views 
calamity retrieved soon possible, and adds 
command avert worse. 

Now Paul passes some peculiar cases, upon which 
his advice has been sought, and which styles “the rest.” 
But the rest say not the Lord.” Paul reverts now 
from Christ’s command his own judgment, since, with 
respect the cases now considers, Christ did not par- 
ticularize. Weare not forget, however, that when Paul 
appeals himself, appeals apostle, one who 
speaks with authority, and who, says the same 
chapter, believes himself have the Spirit 
not without authority, therefore, that now speaks 
“the who, the context shows, are the believing 
husbands and wives, unbelievers. any brother hath 
unbelieving wife, and she content dwell with him, 
let him not leave her. And the woman which hath 
unbelieving husband, and content dwell with her, 
let her not leave her husband. For the unbelieving hus- 
band sanctified the wife and the unbelieving wife 
sanctified the brother; else were your children un- 
clean, but now are they holy.” the word signify- 
ing separation instead but there 
seems reason for distinguishing different meaning. 
This passage reflects some light the nature the sep- 
aration which Paul speaks verse 11, for the wife 
unbelieving husband with her husband 
whenever then evident that the departure 
indicated but and she depart” not voluntary 
but either compulsory sinful separation. Between 
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such husband and wife are now referred to, there 
would exist evidently the strongest possible temptation 
separate. The Christian faith the believer must have 
suffered incessant annoyance, not persecution, from the 
views and habits the unbelieving consort which would 
present arguments for separation, beside which the most 
our modern improvisations would weak. But 
the question respecting such, shall they separate? Paul 
answered, no! Notwithstanding the inconvenience, and 
incompatibility, and possibly suffering, such pagan con- 
tact, yet, the unbelieving one consents remain 
union, the believer seek separation. But.now 
arises this new case: the unbelieving departeth 
let him depart, the brother the sister not under 
bondage such cases, but God hath called peace.” 
Not under what? This the all important 
question. 

Let review. Paul has repeated Christ’s command 
all the married that there separation. Then has 
advanced his own command respecting believers mar- 
ried unbelievers. They also are maintain their 
union: there voluntary separation, and, com- 
pulsory separation occurs, the parties are not marry 
again but seek the earliest possible reconciliation. But 
these are the commands, then what shall that believer 
do, whose unbelieving consort refuses remain union 
and How cana believer union such 
case unless willing deny the bound, such 
one would ask, follow the unbeliever and insist 
maintaining the union, for the sake obeying Christ’s 
command the married? No, replies Paul, brother 
sister not bound such cases. Let him depart,” 
for such insistence upon union could result only strife, 
“but God hath called peace.” any one thinks, 
that insist following the deserter might result 
the unbeliever’s salvation, consider the great risk, For 
how knowest thou, wife, whether thou shalt save thy 


how knowest thou, husband, whether thou 
shalt save thy wife?” not this the thing, therefore, 
which Paul says the believer “not do; 
follow, and union with, such unwilling and 
deserting consort? What but strife could But God 
hath called law Christ commanding 
that there separation, you are under 
observe, where, such case, inconsistent and im- 
possible. This interpretation the not under bondage,” 
answers every just demand which can made upon the 
words. far from conflict with what have seen 
Christ’s law, this interpretation stands perfect 
agreement. gives sanction state separation, 
save that which necessitated the guilty act deser- 
tion. Paul simply when deserted, the law Christ 
does not require you jeopardize your faith and peace 
insisting upon unwilling union. If, the other hand, 
accept the view held the Reformers, and widely 
sanctioned to-day, and urge that not under bondage sig- 
nifies, that the one forsaken not bound the marriage 
tie, but free remarry, then conflict: (1) with Paul’s 
direct command, given Christ’s authority, that, 
separation occur, the parties are remain 
(2) with the specific words Christ that who 
puts away his wife, for any cause save fornication, and 
marries another, commits adultery, and that she marries 
another, she commits adultery (3) with two other utter- 
ances Paul, the one verse the same chapter, and 
the other Rom. vii. both which Paul speaks 
the wife being bound the law “so long time her 
husband liveth; but the husband dead, she free 
married whom she “So then if, while the hus- 


liveth, she joined another man, she shall 


called anadulteress.” view the conflict entailed such 
such interpretation the words not under 
sanctions the right divorce the ground desertion, 
view the necessity also entails emptying Christ’s 


words their natural meaning, and view, again, the 
vast evils which history shows have grown out such 
interpretation,—are not fully warranted our conclu- 
sion, that altogether unjustifiable? Paul does not 
that the marriage bond rendered void deser- 
tion; does not sanction the dissolution the bond 
that ground; and adds second ground divorce 
the one Christ. 

Christ set his seal the sanctity marriage union 
which admits disruption, save for that single cause 
which, its very nature, destroys the sacred inviolate 
unity husband and wife one flesh. Paul implicitly 
follows Christ’s precept. also forbids all separation. 
adds his command those who are compulsory 
state separation because forsaken. This therefore 
are regard the Scriptural law binding upon all 
Christ’s people. Only accordance with that law has 
the minister Christ liberty invoke the divine blessing 
upon the nuptial rites. Into accord with that law 
are seek, the limit our influence, bring public 
sentiment and the laws the state. 


ARTICLE VIII. 
NEW 
THE JOHN TODD, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


WHEN men leave the beaten tracks religious belief, 
they usually continue employ the familiar terms the 
forsaken faith, giving them new and, they flatter them- 
selves, higher meanings. Their motive is, apparently, 
unwillingness break altogether with the sacred past, 


mingled, some cases, perhaps, with secret doubt of. 


the security the ground which they tread. Like colo- 
nists who name their settlements strange land after 
familiar places the country, long they hear 
the well-known sounds they seem themselves not 
altogether astray and lost, least they find melan- 
choly pleasure being reminded what was once dear 
language although they have lost the faith their fore- 
thus “holding fast the form sound 
they conceal from others, well from them- 
selves, the fact, least the extent, their aberra- 
tion. Itis, therefore, prudent policy well 
ful pleasure. The works under review illustrate these 
observations. The old theological terms occur frequently 
them, coupled with expressions earnest belief what 
they signify. voice voice.” is, there- 
fore, not surprising that superficial readers should find 


The Freedom Faith. Theodore Munger. Boston: Houghton, 
Mifflin, and Company. 1885. 


Statement Belief read the Rev. Theodore Munger, D.D., 


Ecclesiastical Council called install him pastor the United Church, New 
Haven, Conn., Nov. 19, 1885. The New Haven Daily Palladium, Nov. 20, 

University Sermons, Liddon, D.D., pp. 105, 106; Immor- 
tality. 
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look to-day from that wore hundred years ago, 
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little them, and should wonder what others can find, 
which object. only close examination that 
discover that their theology one those juggling” 
witcheries 


That palter with double sense 
That keep the word promise our ear, 
And break our hope 


and that their gospel very different one from that which 
have been accustomed hear. 

The doctrine the Trinity formulated the Nicene 
Creed about fifteen hundred years ago, has been held 
the great body the Christian church all its branches, 
with but trifling dissent. stated with substantial 
accuracy the familiar words: There are three persons 
the Godhead, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, 
and these three are one God, the same substance, equal 
power and glory.”* Our author holds that God exists 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, and that this eternal 
distinction, and set forth the Scriptures; not three 
beings, but One, yet manifesting himself threefold form, 
that may say each that God; God, 
Light Light, very God very believes 
that “in due time the doctrine Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit will received philosophy, and made the 
postulate all This seems clear and 
strong. are perplexed, however, find the language 
the Nicene Creed coupled with the ambiguous and 
always suspicious statement that God One, yet mani- 
festing himself threefold form.”* are startled 
the assertion that the doctrine the Trinity has another 
and that formal Trinity psychologically impossible.’ 
not our business reconcile the statements that God 
“manifests himself threefold form,” and yet formal 


Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, Ans. also the Atha- 
nasian Creed. Statement Belief, 
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Trinity psychologically impossible,” but evident 
that the writer does not accept the doctrine the Trinity 
its ancient meaning, may may not pronounce 
the ancient phrases, but need longer hesitate say, 
‘Father, Son, and Holy From this infer 
that has time past hesitated use the ancient phrase, 
but has last found meaning for which enables him 
pronounce with satisfaction and look with inter- 
est see what this meaning is. paternal heart and 
will the centre, sonship that stands for humanity, 
spiritual energy that the life men, and through which 
they come into freedom and paternal 
heart and sonship, and energy—it needless 
point out that these are not the three persons the 
Godhead whom the Christian church adores. 

The doctrine the incarnation held the entire 
Christian church with but little dissent is, substantially, 
that the second Person the Godhead, being the eter- 
nal Son God, became man,” taking himself true 
body and reasonable soul,” yet without sin,” “and 
was and continueth be, two distinct natures, and one 
person author explains the 
thus: the characteristic thought God present 
that immanent all created immanent, yet 
personal, the life all lives, the power all powers, the 
soul the universe; that most present where there 
the most perfection 


more present unto every creature hath made 
Than any thing unto itself can be.’ 


With such conception God becomes easy see how 
there should Son Man who also the Son God, 
and Spirit everywhere present and The only 
conclusion from the premises which find easy 
is, that Jesus Christ was created Son man, whom 


Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, 21, also the 
Nicene Creed, and the Athanasian Creed. 


Freedom Faith, 60. 
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God was much more present than other men, 
other “created things,” was more and 
consequently, that the incarnation Jesus Christ differed 
from the incarnation other men, inanimate things, 
degree rather than kind. Happily, however, our 
author gives another explanation the incarnation, which 
quite different from this, and inconsistent with it, though 
not less divergent from the teachings the Scriptures 
and the confessions the church. According this 
view Christ the manifestation certain “eternal hu- 
manity whatever that may be; and Christ 
humanity all fulness,” not merely “by taking him- 
self body and reasonable soul,” but 
the full life humanity, and entering into all the condi- 
tions from which would deliver—into the subjection 
evil, the finiteness, the sorrow and labor and death, and 
the whole conditioned life this entrance 
into “the full life humanity could not take place all 
once, but was effected through advancing experience, the 
incarnation was not complete the birth Jesus, until 
his ascension, rather process which never com- 
ing this, the incarnation did not consist the taking 
upon himself human the Son God, but is, 
rather, the progressive and never-ending entering cer- 
tain archetypal “eternal humanity God” into human 
experience. vain look into the derivation and 
usage the word “incarnation,” into the creeds the 
church, into the writings the great theologians, for 
such conception. 

The doctrine the atonement is, that Jesus Christ, 
his obedience, sufferings, and death, behalf sinful men, 
removed otherwise insuperable obstacles the way 


forgiveness and salvation. The almost universal 


belief has been that these obstacles were other than those 
iv. See also Progressive Orthodoxy, pp. 32, 33. 
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which are found man himself. The oldest, generally 
accepted, and apparently scriptural, doctrine is, that these 
obstacles are found the claims the divine law, and 
the human and divine sense justice, and that the atone- 
ment removed these obstacles, and made possible for 
God treat righteous all who faith accept this 
redemption.” Other ideas have various times found 
local and temporary acceptance, as, for instance, the idea 
that the ground the necessity the atonement lies 
the relation the world Satan, which was advocated 
the earlier Christian centuries. the few, compara- 
tively speaking, who have regarded the necessity the 
atonement grounded wholly man himself, some have 
found this necessity simply man’s aversion God, and 
have seenin the atonement merely revelation the self- 
sacrificing love God, fitted attract and subdue men. 
The ablest advocates this “moral influence” theory have, 
however, confessed their dissatisfaction with it, as, itself, 
insufficient explanation Another the- 
ory is, that itis only through the sacrifice Christ that man 
has “such knowledge God and himself necessary 
repentance which Still another 
theory is, that there identity nature God and man, 
which revealed the life Christ and realized more 
and more faith. According this theory 
the grand medium reconciliation between God and man, 
the atonement, is, the death Christ 
important only necessary the complete revelation 
God the life humanity. Thus regarded, the 


Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, Anss. 25, 33; Westminster 


Confession, xi. Heidelberg Catechism, Anss. 12-18, 60, 61; Articles 
Religion (Church England), Augsburg Confession, Apology for 
the Augsburg Confession, iii. Form Concord, iii. Helvetic Confessions, 

Vicarious Sacrifice, Horace Bushnell, D.D., 534 

Progressive Orthodoxy, 55. 

Republic God, Elisha Mulford, LL.D., 185, and note; 
Progressive Orthodoxy, pp. 45, 46. 
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cacy the atonement lies its influence upon the minds 
men. Hence this another form the “moral influ- 
theory. Most its advocates, however, seem 
recognize the incarnation work- 
ing through mystical union man with God Christ. 
Hence the theory known the 
This, apparently, the doctrine our author. 
can for man deliverance out his evil, and from the 
vanity and sorrow life, except through his belief that 
there behind all things mind and heart like his own. 
Hence the need revelation God incarnation,— 
the first and greatest Christian “Christ lives 
this life actual process—to the full, even unto death, 
and condemns it, proves not what seems, 
takes the evil and despair out it, showing men 
through himself that they belong the eternal order 
God, along with himself, and not the illusive order 
the world—a revelation beginning with the incarnation 
and ending with the ascension, rather never ended, but 
forever carried the According this view, 
the atonement becomes efficacious only through faith 
the divine life humanity, leading effort realize it, 
and through the operation certain mysterious force 
which exerts through our mystical union with it.. Hence 
speaks the atonement “the entrance into the 
world, through person, moulding and redeeming 
force “as meaning, Christ formed 
us, law and way distinctly rejects the idea 
“legal and recognizes justification 
“in the sense faith that, its law, induces 
actual righteousness.” The glorious doctrine that the 
believer justified before God, completely and solely, 
faith the atoning sacrifice Christ, and is, from the 
moment believing, free from condemnation,—the cen- 

Systematic Theology Charles Hodge, D.D., vol. ii. pp. 581-9. 
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tral and fundamental doctrine the Pauline theology, 
the Reformation, and Protestantism, the doctrine which 
has proved the richest source Christian experience, and 
the most powerful incentive Christian living,—finds 
place his system, according which man can only 
regarded and treated righteous when has actually 
become through process realization the life 
God humanity extending through years, ages, 
existence void “time relations.” this theology 
the incarnation the central and most important thing, 
rather than the atonement. fact, the atonement. 
exalts the birth Christ rather than his death. Its 
symbol should the manger rather than the 
finds small support the Scriptures for the prominence 
which gives the incarnation. utterly ignores their 
constant insistence upon the transcendent importance 
the death and blood Christ. degrades the atonement 
from its place the means salvation from sin and 
securing righteousness, that means salvation 

from vanity and sorrow and illusion and elevation 
order being. other words, takes out its 
setting and relations. shows us, not salvation 
wrought us, and wholly finished,” but never-ending 
revelation one which are realize for 
confounds the work Christ for with the work the 
Spirit us. taking away the believer’s confidence 
and peace and joy the thought that justified and 
saved, and bidding him content with the hope that 
some time be, dampens Christian ardor, paralyzes 
Christian strength, and contradicts the facts Christian 
experience and consciousness. representing eternal 
life not the free gift God” the undeserving, but 
the just consequence, secured natural law, “actual 
righteousness,” the grace God.” 

The difference between the evangelical doctrine saving 
faith and that our author lies, not much the con- 
ception faith, the determination its object, and 
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the idea its method operation. The common view 
is, that saving faith God revealed 
Christ, and leading adoring surrender him both 
Saviour and Its object the Lord Jesus Christ 
and though may sufficient when receives him gen- 
erally, rather than any specific character office,” yet 
must receive him, without limitation reserve, 
the and its intelligent and full 
exercise involves reception him more especially 
divine Redeemer from sin through his atoning sacrifice.” 
This faith has itself saving efficacy; nor does its sav- 
ing power consist its tendency inspire effort for ref- 
ormation improvement. the divinely appointed 
condition which justification, adoption, and sanctification 
are bestowed; the act reaching out and laying hold 
the salvation God. therefore from the first 
moment that sinner truly exercises it, saved. 
the contrary, our author represents saving faith consist- 
ing practical recognition the fact revealed the 
incarnation, that belong the eternal order God,” 
and “not the illusive order the and “are 
partakers the divine and that divine life has 
been realized the life humanity, and realizable and 
ought realized Saving faith, therefore, does 
not save except gradual process it, its law, pro- 
duces actual righteousness—a simple, rational process 
realized human Consistently with this 
idea, our author defines faith “the sum those facul- 
ties man through which gets out evil and the life 
the world into the life God,” though “faith will 
always have its play within the Christ 

Lecture Saving Faith, delivered Joseph Cook Boston Music 
Hall, Feb. 1885. The Christian Work, Feb. 11, 1886. 

Systematic Theology, Charles Hodge, D.D., vol. iii. 

Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, Ans. 31. 

Westminster Confession, xiv. Heidelberg Catechism, Ans. 21. 
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that may mean,—and adds, the whole work regenera- 
tion society may included within the operation 
faith These ideas faith are adjusted our 
author’s doctrine the atonement. They are, alike, 
unscriptural, and foreign the belief the Christian 
church. 

The evangelical doctrine respecting man is, that 
created being; that was made the image God,” 
but fell from his first estate through and 
that, consequence, has ever since remained totally 
depraved, that is, alienated from God, and involved the 
guilt, condemnation, and ruin sin, until renewed the 
Holy Spirit through faith Jesus Christ, made 
new creature,” and the divine na- 
Our author tells that “man more cre- 
that “is eternal being that related 
“an eternal humanity God that sinful being, 
living “the life the flesh,” but not totally depraved that 
zs, his natural state, partaker the divine na- 
and that his need is, not much delivered 
from sin and its consequences, though has this need, 
lifted from the imperfect and undeveloped 
the flesh” into the life the through revelation 
him that belongs the eternal order God, and 
not the illusive order the This sweet gospel 
human nature rises its loftiest flight the statement 
recent writer, that when John Bunyan said poor 
profane wretch, there goes John Bunyan but for the grace 
the way was John Newton who said it, 
the way the gallows, but facts are small 


Statement Belief, iv. 


Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, Anss. 10, 13, 18; Heidel- 
berg Catechism, Anss. 6-8. 
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account imaginative might have added 
—and his humanity and religion would allow him say 
what his theology might not—there goes man whose sin 
needless dwell upon the contrast between these repre- 
sentations, the one hand, that men are sparks deity, 
partakers the divine nature, saints Jesus Christ, 
unhappily involved the life the flesh and illusive 
order the world, and needing nothing more than 
have revealed them how great they are, and, the 
other hand, the uniform teaching the Scriptures and 
humble confessions the church, that men are fallen, 
depraved, wicked, condemned, and, without the mercy 
God, the atoning blood Christ, and the cleansing the 
Holy Spirit, lost. 

The author’s view the work the Holy Spirit, is, 
course, adjusted his view man’s spiritual need. The 
received doctrine is, that the Holy Spirit produces 
change the sinful subject his operations, great that 
may properly called regeneration, new birth, 
likened resurrection from the dead; that this change, 
which instantaneous and incipient, consists, not any 
alteration the structure human nature, transfer- 
ence from lower higher mode life, but, chiefly, 
and moves toward God instead away from that 
this new life nurtured and developed holy character 
the subsequent work the Holy Spirit sanctifica- 
tion,” which gradual and progressive, never reaching 
perfection this life, but immediately completed 
and these operations the Spirit are effected, not indeed 
without the use means, but chiefly direct application 
supernatural power immediate contact with the soul. 


Christian Anthropology and Philanthropy, Lewis Brastow, D.D., 
The New Englander, February, 1886. 

Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, Ans. 31. 

Ib. Ans. 35. Ib. Ans. 37. 


New Theology. 345 


our author this last savors magic and superstition. 
volving known laws and analogies, and divest that 
air magical mystery which has been held plain 
and simple matter which one gets out the lower 
world into the higher the Spirit Its effect 
not much purify the sinful nature, raise the 
whole nature from lower higher type. 
constructive rather than reconstructive process.” The 
author would also assign the operation the Holy 
All men are subject his influence, and, according 
they yield it, are him “led through the process 
The common virtues the ordinary re- 
lations life are wrought out him, but their 
full quality spiritual only when they are brought into 
conscious relations This doctrine confounds 
regeneration with sanctification. does not restrict sanc- 
tification believers. represents the work the Spirit 
one elevation rather than sanctification. And 
denies the Holy Spirit direct, personal, supernatural 
action, and makes all his operations those law. 

The common idea probation is, that limited 
period within which men, surrounded and plied with gra- 
cious influences, but left the exercise their own free- 
dom, must their own decisive choice manifest their 
character and determine their destiny. The limit the 
period depends upon the divine mercy. Until recently 
was believed that the limits the period coincide with 
those life this world. Dornerism, however, main- 
taining that all men must finally judged their con- 
scious, voluntary treatment Jesus Christ, necessarily 
holds that for those who have had offer the Saviour 
this life probation continued after death, though not 
for those who have here made intelligent and decisive 
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choice respecting the commonly re- 
garded the principal distinctive feature what 
properly called “the new theology.” But our author’s 
new theology goes far beyond this. his view, character 
and destiny are determined only repeated volitions, 
under the law that repeated the will tends 
become habitual and unchangeable, and character tends 
become permanent. They are, therefore, never deter- 
mined, probation never ends for any man, until through 
repeated choices the will has become morally incapable 
making any different choice. Probation therefore lim- 
ited, all, not time, but law. “Probation 
continuous state process, till ends its own nature. 
Man has but one probation, but, its nature, 
cannot have any bounds time, whether earthly 
life world-age...... ends when character fixed,— 
if, indeed, have any right use word out keep- 
ing with moral freedom,—and not possible attach 
any other bound limit Evidently the author 
does not contemplate the possibility the will’s fixing 
nothing fixing but the law habit. does not 
accord the will royal, self-determining power: can 
fixed only falling into bondage. The principle, 
however, works both ways; two-edged sword. 
the will cannot become irreversibly set upon evil, except 
long “process,” neither can unalterably set upon 
good, except similar man, therefore, 
secure goodness, till his probation ended, and his 
character fixed which has rendered him 
incapable being any thing else. And then, may 
asked, wherein the merit, moral worth, his good- 
ness? the author’s view correct, not all prob- 
able that any man’s probation ends death. And 
proportion the probability future probation, the 
necessity immediate repentance diminished. 
Progressive Orthodoxy, 105. Freedom Faith, pp. 42, 43. 
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The common belief is, that God commits men cer- 
tain duties, privileges, gifts, and trusts, for which holds 
them personally responsible, and for which will due 
time call them strict and final personal reckoning 
with himself. This will “the last judgment.” Mean- 
time men are left their freedom. This freedom, which 
absolutely necessary the play and manifestation and 
development character, only possible because the 
subsequent reckoning. our author’s view, the only 
judgment that which comes upon man the operation 
natural law. Men are constantly reaping the fruit 
their doings, and being judged. Personal accountabil- 
ity accountability person, but not person, but 
rather inexorable laws. are all the while render- 
ing account the laws without and within.” Judgment 
“present” and “ever on-going process.” is, how- 
ever, not confined this world, but has 
judgment final, until character fixed. 
Even the judgment which follows death not necessarily 
final. change worlds followed judgment,— 
the change evokes judgment: thus, ‘it appointed unto 
men once die, and after this cometh judgment;’ but 
the Scriptures not indicate that this judgment involves 
finality, distinguished from previous judgments: may 
involve it, but not necessarily, and only successive 
judgments crises point towards finality. 
found character, and not judgment, except 
crisis tends develop and fix 
always reaching crises, and entering upon 
quences. may cumulative degree, and reach 
crises more and more marked; may last reach 
special crisis which shall judgment when the soul 
shall turn the right left eternal The 
chief defect the author’s conception judgment is, 
that does not contain the element justice. “The 
moment touch fire are burned. The sentence 
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broken law executed True; and the same 
sentence executed, whether the act was accidental and 
innocent wilful and guilty. The broken physical law 
vindicated; the broken moral law not. true that 
there may suffering the conscience and moral nature. 
“The quick pang conscience that follows sin the first 
stroke But some men suffer more re- 
morse for unkind speech than others for dozen 
murders. under the law disintegration, the more 
man sins, the less suffers conscience. Our author 
himself has not much respect for the theory purely 
moral penalties; true preacher retribution not 
one who tones down mere remorse 
from God,—things that evil-doer takes into 
better satisfied with the theory that every broken 
law inflicts its own penalty; “If sin against the body, 
are punished the True; but some men 
reap less physical suffering from years sensuality than 
others get from single self-indulgence. And some men 
die without having received the physical penalties their 
sins; and how are they ever going receive them? The 
fact is, and acknowledged all hands, and has been 
recognized from the earliest times heathen well 
Christian writers, that the divine administration affairs 
this world not conducted the principles exact 
justice, as, indeed, impossible conceive how can 
be, with the present system natural law. patent 
this fact, that unbelievers base upon one their strong- 
est arguments against the existence moral Governor 
the universe; while, the other hand, believers find 
one their strongest reasons for believing future 
life, which the injustices this world may adjusted. 
The doctrine that the present system continue for- 
ever, and that there judgment except that 
which executed natural laws, makes all such 
adjustment impossible, carries forward the moral confu- 
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sion, and simply eliminates the quality justice from the 
character and government God. 

The teaching the church is, that multitudes men 
will, through sin, and refusal avail themselves the 
means salvation, fall last under the condemnation 
and righteous judgment God, and perish forever, Our 
author avows “hope” that all will eventually saved.” 
Hope implies more less expectation. But our author’s 
seems much more thana hope. true 
that does not expressly avow universal salva- 
tion, though admits that his and that 
even deprecates assertion “with dogmatic and 
institutional “practically demoralizing.” 
But while does not dogmatize, skilfully piles 
arguments, which, presented with rare charm diction 
and tender grace feeling, are far more effective, and 
therefore demoralizing, than any coarse dogmatism. 
derives his (1) from which 
drawn from the heart God,” and (2) from uncer- 
tainty that gathers about the possibilities human nat- 
(3) from the Adamic relation Christ human- 
ity, (4) the solidarity the human race, and (5) the equal 
sweep evil and redemptive forces, and the superiority 
the (6) from “the spirit and logic revela- 
(7) from the nature probation, which repre- 
sents without limits (8) from the nature 
from certain calls them, “that every 
human being will have the fullest opportunity for attain- 
ing the end his creation child God; that 
every human being will receive from the Spirit God all 
the influence impelling salvation that his nature can 
endure, and retain its moral and that human 

Freedom Faith, 63; Statement Belief, iv. 

Freedom Faith, 335. Statement Belief, vi. 13. 

Ib. vi. 12. Freedom Faith, pp. 23, 24. 

63. Ib. pp. 42, 43. pp. 339, 341. 
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being will given over perish while there possi- 
bility his (10) from “the consensus reason 
and revelation this (11) from the local col- 
oring scriptural (12) from “the sense 
which “the leaven the gospel generates 
and (13) from the doctrine evolution, which every where 
underlies and shapes his the other hand, 
while admits that the mystery free-will furnishes 
possibility the lost sheep’s never being found,” and 
soul’s turning the left eternal destiny,” speaks 
such result merely theoretically possible, and does 
not express any belief that will ever any one instance 
actually take place; and while discerns the future 
shadow which cannot pierce,” and recognizes the fact 
that the lines the forces sin and the gospel “do 
not converge our finite evidently thinks that 
the difficulty our finite eyes, and builds confidently 
upon the assurance that “the logic the gospel salva- 
tion, and the secret the universe 

Such views our author suggest inquiry into his 
understanding the Scriptures. believes that they 
are inspired,” or, more exactly, that the men who wrote 
them were inspired; but all inspiration, 
bal, dynamic, plenary,” and thinks that 
theory inspiration can formulated which 
which, accept his view the 
amount error the religious teachings the Bible, 
seems highly probable. Some his views are plainly 
variance with the Scriptures. much the worse for the 
sages, finding them human and fallible element. 
“There denial the fact that doctrines now re- 
garded parts orthodoxy are the reflections the 

Freedom Faith, p.38. Ib. 39. Ib. pp. 21, 22. 22. 

Tb. iii. Freedom Faith, 65. 
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social condition which they were formulated. The 
doctrines divine sovereignty, total depravity, and 
the atonement, are shot through with colors drawn from 
the corruption Roman society, from the Roman sense 
authority, and the Roman forms might 
have added, had suited his purpose, that the doctrine 
the fatherhood God “reflection” family life, 
and that his own doctrines and judgment are 
“shot through with colors drawn from” modern natural 
science. does not seem see that the fact that doc- 
trine presented the language and coloring common 
life does not prove untrue. repels the confes- 
sion Dr. George Ellis, that “the Bible orthodox 
book,” and scouts the idea that must revise our Bible 
keep our but does not point out the pre- 
cise practical difference between revising the Bible and 
setting aside considerable portions account 
their local coloring. regards the human reason,— 
taking the word the largest sense,—as competent 
recognize spiritual truth, and judge the correctness 
statements it.” Nor does limit this capacity 
“Christian consciousness:” attributes “the uni- 
versal sometimes wondered how certain 
writers ascertain what the affirmations “the universal 
are, which they appeal confidently. sus- 
pect that the high-sounding phrase sometimes means the 
reason the writer and those who think with him. 
Christianity because establishes thorough consensus 
with human nature: agreeable its nature human 
nature its normal This statement open 
the slight objection that mankind generally never have, 
matter fact, found Christianity agreeable, been 
persuaded accept it. Possibly that because has 
been falsely presented them orthodox preachers. 
Whether will prove more agreeable them the form 


352 New Theology. [April, 


“the new theology” remains seen. present 
there are signs its being intensely captivating. Our 
author protests against doctrines, misrepresentations,” 
which “antagonize the sober conclusions universal 
Paul tells not the things 
the Spirit God,” and cannot know and evoke 
the protest the universal human the 
same apostle assures “is enmity against God.” But 
then, Paul’s ideas were considerably “shot through.” For 
our own part, can only say that seems that 
only those parts and interpretations the Bible are 
received which commend themselves the approval 
mankind generally, and everything variance with 
these rejected colored, there will not much 
the Bible left, and the book, revelation, whether 
ious truth, about trustworthy asa last year’s almanac. 
The fundamental and shaping principle our 
theology seems the theory evolution,—though 
Darwin and Huxley would smile see the doctrine 
“the survival the transformed the sentiment 
genial clergyman into the hope the survival 
Instead telling personal God who commands, 
proves, judges, condemns, atones, forgives, sanctifies, 
saves, the author points natural laws. Atonement 
judgment love and grace are 
law.”“ Mankind are slowly evolving, natural pro- 
cesses, under great laws, from fleshly into spiritual beings. 
The author has attempted construct theology the 
basis natural science, rather, what conceives 
natural science. His system appearance 
being scientific; but really unscientific every point. 
venture think that possibly might have been 
more successful had been less and 
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poet, and had had more knowledge science, and more 
the scientific method and habit thought. is, 
like another Aaron seeking improve the religion his 
people, has cast the golden ornaments fancy into the 
moulds exact science, and there has come out this— 
theology. 

His views are many them unscriptural. confesses 
this, setting aside, colored, such the Scriptures 
not harmonize with his speculations.” They are 
also illogical. This, too, confesses, both inveighing 
against logic theology,” and frank admissions; 
said this theology that lacks logical precision 
and coherence, and that parts are not mutually self-sup- 
porting. accepts the criticism, and confesses that 
does not first and mainly aim these They 
are also repulsive. The representation that 
tains all relations through takes away from that 
immediate personal communion with God, which the 
greatest comfort here, and the perfection 
which his greatest hope. God longer comes into 
personal contact with us: system worse than priest- 
hood intervenes between and him. The Holy Spirit 
longer touches our hearts, and “witnesses with our 
spirits,” and “helps our his operations are all 
processes, under law. There hope our being 
perfect and “immediately passing into 
glory,” when this weary conflict over; the conflict will 
never over; have before the tedious prospect 
long “process” development. Justice banished 
from the universe. can longer come God 
our Father for immediate and full forgiveness 
ing: forgiveness and grace are dispensed only law 
and process. The tender relation Father his little 
children lost the intricacies eternal machine. 
our author’s writings, considering that they are those 
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preacher the gospel, the words “forgiveness,” 
“mercy,” “grace,” occur with astonishing infrequency. 
The fact is, that the things signified them have, logi- 
cally, place his system. Natural law knows 
mercy. Our author’s doctrines would still more re- 
pulsive and shocking, they were carried out their 
logical and necessary conclusions; but from this him- 
self shrinks. Contempt logic sometimes convenient. 

Whatever else may said these views, this least 
certain, that they are broad conflict with what are 
called evangelical views, and with the faith the best 
part the Christian church. This, too, confesses. 
does not hesitate part company with New England 
theology, and even with Protestantism.” His views are 
wholly variance with the creeds, faith, and preaching 
all the great evangelical bodies, and particularly with 
those Congregational churches. are the opin- 
ion that preacher such doctrines out place 
Congregational pulpit, and the Congregational fellow- 
ship. was not that such doctrines might preached 
that our fathers toiled and made sacrifices establish 
churches and seminaries. Approval such preaching 
insult their memory. Such doctrines are powerless. 
was not the preaching them that Luther pro- 
duced the Reformation, Wesley built the great 
Methodist church, our Puritan fathers made New 
England what she has been. The sanction such preach- 
ing Congregational pulpits tends produce contention 
and division the denomination; for there are men, and 
good many them, who will have fellowship with 
it. There rich inconsistency and absurdity extending 
fellowship within the denomination preachers these 
doctrines, and refusing fellowship preachers other 
denominations who preach the same doctrines, 
ably preach them better. such preaching tol- 
erated the denomination, and recognized good Con- 

Freedom Faith, 20. 


q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 


1886.] New Theology. 355 


gregationalism, may well throw down all walls 
partition, relinquish all attempts guard the purity 
our pulpits, and let any man who pleases preach what 
pleases our bewildered congregations. 

And believe that the preaching such doctrines 
productive infinite mischief. often wonder with 
what ideas purposes many our preachers and 
professors endeavor substitute the speculations Ger- 
man rationalism for the old evangelical scriptural 
doctrines. Has, then, the faith New England been 
unsuccessful training character that must find some- 
thing better? rationalism and philosophy done 
much for the religious condition Germany, that 
desirable introduce the same state things here? 
Have Unitarianism and Universalism been powerful 
cultivating Christian and spiritual life, that want 
filter their doctrines through our theology? Has faith 
the Bible done little for men, and rejection it, 
whole part, and its divine been fruit- 
ful blessing, that want put people their guard 
against putting too much confidence it, and try lessen 
its hold the public mind much can? what 
are our preachers and theologians aiming? Whatever 
their aim, have doubt the result. think our 
representations the atonement, saving faith, 
and inspiration particularly dangerous. And 
these would add, with emphasis, his doctrine 
probation after death and probable universal salvation. 
The inevitable tendency the preaching these doc- 
trines lessen men’s sense accountability, and 
encourage them continue sin 
Already the approval such preaching, important 
councils, producing these effects. And these, above all 
others, are not the times when can afford this. The 
very foundations society are threatened men mul- 
titudes who have cast off all faith God, all fear judg- 
ment come, all sense moral obligation. There fast 
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developing corruption, like that Rome under the 
emperors, Europe the Middle Ages, which prolific 
great wickedness and crime, and less suffering 
and woe. time toying with unauthorized 
and demoralizing and dreams universal restora- 
tion somewhere the far-off misty horizon the infinite, 
exchange the vivid and near realities assured the 
Word God for dim and distant possibilities, dreamt 
scientific and metaphysical philosophy, which once 
soothe the fears guilty consciences, and mock the long- 
ings suffering hearts. The world needs more heroic 
remedies for its disease, profounder consolations for its 
agony. 


ARTICLE IX. 
THE BOOK JUBILEES. 


TRANSLATED FROM THE ETHIOPIC PROFESSOR GEO. SCHODDE, PH.D., 
CAPITAL UNIVERSITY, COLUMBUS, 


VII. And the seventh week, the first 
year thereof, this jubilee, Noah planted vines this 
hill upon which the ark had rested, named the 
Ararat Mountains, and they produced fruit the fourth 
year, and watched their fruit and gathered them 
this year the seventh month, and made wine it, 
and put into vessel and kept until the fifth year, until 
the first day the new moon the first month. And 
made sacrifice unto the Lord, young one from among 
the oxen anda ram and sheep, each seven years old, anda 
young goat, that might thereby obtain pardon for him- 
self and his sons. And prepared the goat first, and 
placed its blood upon the flesh the altar which 
had made, and all the fat laid upon the altar where 

chap. vi. vs. and 22. 
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was sacrificing the Lord, and the and the sheep 
also placed the flesh upon the altar. And made 
all the fruit offerings thereof mixed with oil upon them, 
and thereupon first scattered wine upon the fire the 
placed incense upon the altar, and sweet savor 
ascended which was acceptable before the Lord his God. 
And and his children rejoiced and drank this wine 
And was evening, and went into his tent, 
and lay down drunken, and slept, and was uncov- 
ered his tent while sleeping. And Ham saw his 
father naked, and going out told his two brothers 
without. And Shem took his garment and arose, 
and Japheth, and they carried the garment upon their 
shoulders, and their faces backward, and covered the 
shame their father. And Noahawoke from his sleep 
and learned everything that his youngest son had done 
him; and cursed his son and said: Cursed Canaan, 
slaving servant shall his brothers.” And 
blessed Shem: “Blessed the Lord God Shem, and 
may Canaan his servant; and may the Lord extend 
Japheth and may the Lord dwell the tent Shem, and 
Canaan shall 11. And Ham knew that his 
father had cursed his youngest son, and became dis- 
pleased with him because had cursed his son and 
separated himself from his father, and his sons with 
him, Chush,and and Canaan. 12. And 
built for himself city, and called its name after the 
name his wife Néélata-Mék.’ 13. And Japheth saw 
and became envious his brother, and too built city, 
and called its name after the name his wife Adalénsés. 
14. But Shem dwelt with his father Noah, and built 
city the side his father the hill, and too called 
its name the name his wife 15. And 

The writer apologetically describes the wine having been drunk 
Noah the occasion religious festival. 

Very little reliance can placed upon these names the MSS. vary, 


and nearly all trace the etymology lost. The copyists naturally made 
mistakes writing them. 
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behold these three cities are near Mount 
télbab the side the hill the east; 
the south side; and toward the west; and 
these are the sons Shem: and Arpakeed: 
this the generation after the second year the flood 
these are the children Noah. 16. And the 
twenty-eighth jubilee began command the sons 
his sons the ordinances and the commandments all 
had learned them and the judgments, and testified 
his sons that they should observe righteousness, and that 
they should cover the shame their flesh, and that they 
should bless him who created them, and should honor 
father and mother, and each should love his neighbor, and 
should preserve their souls from all fornication and from 
all uncleanness and unrighteousness. 17. For account 
these three things the deluge came over the earth, 
namely account fornication, which the Watchmen 
indulged against the commandments their law, with the 
daughters men, and took themselves wives from all 
whom they chose and made the beginning uncleanness. 
18. And they begat sons, the Naphidém, and they were all 
unlike and they devoured one another: the giant slew 
Naphil, and the Naphil slew and the children 
men, and all publicly practised every unrighteousness and 
shed much blood, and the earth was filled with unright- 


and after all these the animals, and the beasts, 


and the birds, and whatever moves the earth; 
and much blood was spilt the earth, and all the thoughts 
and deeds men were wicked all the days. 19. And 
the Lord destroyed everything from the face the earth 
account their deeds and account the blood 
which was spilt over the earth. 20. And were left, 
and you, sons, and everything that entered with 
into the ark, and behold the first see your works 
that not walk righteousness, for the path 
destruction have you commenced walk, and are sepa- 


Here /acuna the Ethiopic text. 
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rating yourselves each from his neighbor, and are envious 
the one the other, and are not harmony each with 
his neighbor and his brother. 21. And yet, sons, for 
see and behold the satans have commenced lead astray 
you and your children; and now fear your behalf 
that after death will spill the blood men over the 
face the earth, and that too will destroyed from 
its face. 22. For every one that sheds the blood any 
man, and every one that eats the blood any flesh, shall 
all destroyed from the earth. 23. And there shall not 
left any man who eats blood and who sheds blood upon the 
earth, and there shall not left alone for him any seed 
children under heaven; for they will into Sheol, and into 
the place judgment they will descend, the darkness 
the deep they will all cast terrible death. 24. 
With regard all blood over you which all the days 
that sacrifice animal beast whatever flies 
over the earth, and good deed concerning your souls 
your covering that which has been spilt over the face 
the earth. 25. And shall not like him that eats 
with blood; strong that one eat blood your pres- 
ence: bury the blood the earth; for have been 
commanded, testify you and your children together 
with all flesh. 26. And shall not eat the soul with the 
meat, that not those whom your blood, that is, 
your soul, demanded from the hands every one that 
sheddeth blood the earth. 27. For the earth will not 
clean the blood which has been spilt upon it, but 
only the blood him that shed will the earth 
cleansed all the generations 28. And now, 
children, obey and practise righteousness and justice 
that planted righteonsness upon the whole 
face the earth, and that your renown elevated before 
God who has saved from the water the deluge. 
And, behold, will proceed and build for yourselves 
cities and will plant them all the plants that are upon 
the earth and every tree that bears fruit; for three years 
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its fruit shall not gathered eat it, and the fourth 
year the fruit shall sanctified, and the first fruits which 
they gather shall brought before the Lord our God, 
the Most High, who created heaven and earth and all 
things, that they bring fatness the first the wine 
and oil first fruits upon the altar the Lord who 
receives it; and what left the servants the house 
the Lord shall eat before the altar which has accepted. 
30. And the fifth year make the release, that 
release them righteousness and justice, and you shall 
just and all your plants shall right. 31. For thus did 
Enoch, the father your father Methusaleh, command 
his sons, and Methusaleh his son Lamech, and Lamech 
commanded all the things which his father commanded 
him but command you, children, just Enoch 
commanded his son his first while was alive, 
his generation the seventh, commanded and testified 
his son and the sons his sons until the day his 

VIII. the twenty-ninth jubilee, the first 
week, the first [year] thereof, Arphaksed took himself 
wife, and her name was the daughter 
the daughter Elam, and she bore him son the third 
year this week, and called his name And 
his son grew, and his father taught him writing, and 
went seek for himself place where might seize for 
himself city. And found writing which the 
forefathers had carved into rock, and read what was 
it, and translated and found that there was within 
the science the Watchmen which they had seen 
the astrology the sun and the moon and the stars and 
all the signs and wrote this down and 
did not say any thing concerning it, for feared speak 
Noah concerning it, lest angry with him this 

notice here the principle the traditions the fathers potent 
the theology New Testament Judaism. Cf. 
Cf. Book Enoch, viii. sqq. 
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account. And the thirtieth jubilee, the second 
week, the first year thereof, took himself wife, 
and her name was Milka, the daughter the son 
Japhet, and the fourth year she bore him son, and 
called his name Sala, for said, Verily, have been 
sent And the fourth year Sala was born, 
and grew and took himself wife, and her 
was the daughter Késéd, the brother his father, 
the thirty-first jubilee, the fifth week, the first year 
thereof. And she bore him son the fifth year, and 
called his name and took himself wife, and 
her name was the daughter the 
thirty-second jubilee, the seventh the third year 
thereof. And the sixth year thereof she bore him 
son, and called his name Phalék, for the days when 
was born the children Noah began divide the 
among themselves; and ‘on this account called 
his name Phalék. And they divided the earth among 
themselves wickedness, and told Noah. And 
happened the beginning the thirty-third jubilee, and 
divided the earth into three parts, Shem and 
Ham, and Japhet, each one his inheritance, the first 
year the first week, while angel, one who were 
sent them, was there. And called his sons, and 
they came him, they and their children, and divided 
the earth lot what his three sons should take, and they 
stretched out their hands and took themselves the 
writing out the bosom their father Noah. And 
there came out the writing the lot for Shem the 
middle the earth, which and his children should 
have inheritance for the generations unto eternity, 
from the middle the mountain from the exit 
the water the river Tina, and his portion goes toward 
the west through the midst this river, and they 
until they approach the abyss the waters out 
which comes this river, and this river empties and pours 


its waters into the sea and this river goes into the 
XLIII. No. 170. 
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great sca: all that toward the north this 
and all that the direction the south Shem’s. 11. 
And reaches until comes which the 
bosom the tongue which looks toward the 
And his portion reaches unto the great sea, and reaches 
straight until approaches the west the tongue which 
looks toward the south; for the sea called the tongue 
the Egyptian sea. And turns from there toward the 
south, toward the mouth the great sea the shore 
the waters and proceeds toward Arabia and Ophra, and 
proceeds until reaches the water the river 
and toward the south the water along the 
shore this same river. 14. And proceeds toward the 
north until approaches the garden Eden, toward the 
south thereof the south, and from the east the whole 
land Eden, and toward the whole east, and turns 
the east, and proceeds until approaches toward the east 
the hills whose name Rafa, and descends toward 
the border the outlet the water the river 
15. This portion came out the lot for Shem and 
his sons, and remembered his word which had 
spoken with his mouth prophecy, for had said: 
the Lord God Shem, and may the Lord 
dwell the dwelling 17. And knew that 
the garden Eden the holy holies, and the dwelling 
the Lord, and Mount Sinai, the centre the desert, 
and Mount Zion, the centre the navel the 
these three, opposite one another, were created sanctu- 
aries. 18. And blessed the God gods who had 
put the speech the Lord into his mouth. And 
knew that blessed portion and blessing had come 
Shem and the children his generations forever 
the whole land Edom, and all the Erythrian 
sea, and all the land the east, and India and the Ery- 
That Jerusalem the centre the earth idea often met with 


the later Jewish writers, and therefore also the central place the Messi- 
anic rule. Cf., g., Enoch, lvi. Dillmann, Aethiop. Chrest., 15. 
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thrian and the mountains thereof, and all the land 
and all the land Lebanon and the islands 
and all the land and and Babél 
and and and all the mountains Ararat, 
and all the land beyond the sea which beyond the hills 
toward the north, blessed and prosperous land, 
and all that very good. 20. And for Ham came 
out the second portion, beyond the toward the 
south, the right the garden, and proceeds all 
the fire mountains, and goes toward the west the sea 
Atil, and goes the west until reaches the sea 
that one into which everything descends that 
destroyed. 21. And proceeds the north the shore 
Gadil and goes the west the water the sea 
until approaches the river and the river 
goes until approaches the right the garden 
Eden: and this the land which came forth for Ham 
the portion shall retain for himself and the children 
his generations forever. 22. And for Japhet there came 
forth third portion beyond the river Tina, toward the 
north the exit its waters, and goes toward the 
northeast the whole district Lag, and all the east 
thereof. 23. And goes toward the north the north, 
and goes the mountains Kilt, toward the north and 
toward the sea and goes toward the east 
Gadir over toward the coast the water the sea. 24. 
And proceeds until approaches the west Para, and 
returns toward Aphérag, and goes toward the east, 
towards the waters the sea Méat. And goes toward 
the shore the river Tina, toward the east the north, 
until approaches the shore the waters thereof, 
toward the mountain Rafa, and bends toward the north. 
25. This the land which came forth for Japhet and his 
children the portion his inheritance which should 
hold unto eternity for himself and the children their 
generation unto eternity: five great islands and great 
land the north; only cold, but the land Ham 
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hot, and the land Shem has neither heat nor frost, for 
mixed coldness and heat. 

And Ham divided among his sons; and 
the first portion came out for Ques toward the east, and 
the west him for Phud, and the west him for 
Kainan toward the west the sea. And Shem also 
divided among his sons, and the first portion came forth 
for Elam and his sons toward the east the river Tiger, 
until approaches the east, the whole land India and 
the Erythrian and its coast, and the waters Dédan 
and all the mountains Mébri and Ela, and all the land 
and all that the side the Phérnak the 
Erythrian sea and the river Tina. But for came 
forth second portion, all the land and Nineva 
and and the border India, and ascends along 
the river. And for Arphaksed came forth third por- 
tion, all the land the district the Chaldees toward 
the east the Euphrates, bordering the Erythrian 
sea, and all the waters the desert until near the 
tongue the sea which looks toward Egypt, and all the 
land Libanon and Sanér and Amana the border 
the Euphrates. And for Aram came forth fourth 
portion all the land Mesopotamia, between the Tiger 
and the Euphrates, toward the north the Chaldees, 
the border the mountains Asur. And the land 
Arara came out asa fifth portion his son, the mountains 
Asur and all belonging them until reaches the 
east Asur, his brother. And Japhet, too, divided the 
land his inheritance between his sons, and the first por- 
tion came forth for toward the east, from the north 
side the river Tina. And the north there came 
out for Magog all the inner portions the north until 
reaches the sea Méat. And for Madai came forth 
his portion that should possess, the west his two 
brothers, unto the islands and unto the coasts the islands. 
And Egawan came forth fourth portion all the 
islands, and the islands which are toward And 
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for came forth fifth portion, between the tongue 
which approaches toward the side the portion 
the second tongue, unto beyond the second tongue into 
the third tongue. And for Melek came forth 
sixth portion, all that beyond the third tongue, until 
approaches the east Gadir. 11. And for Tiras 
came forth seventh portion; four great islands the 
midst the sea, which approach the portion Ham; 
and the islands came out for the sons 
Arphaksed his division his inheritance 
And thus the sons Noah divided out their children, 
the presence Noah their father, and caused them 
swear oath cursing him who endeavored seize 
portion which had not been alloted him. And they all 
said: Thus it!” for themselves and for 
their descendants eternity their generations, until 
the day judgment, which the Lord God will judge 
them with sword and with fire for all the wickedness 
uncleanness which they have committed that they filled 
the earth with transgression, uncleanness, fornication, and 
sin. 


the third week this jubilee the 
evil demons began lead astray the sons Noah and 
deceived them and destroyed them. And the sons 
came Noah their father and told him concerning the 
demons which were leading astray, darkening, and slaying 
the sons their sons. And prayed before the Lord 
his God, and said: the spirits’ all flesh, 
thou who hast shown mercy and hast delivered 
and children from the waters the deluge, 
not suffered destroyed thou didst the children 
destruction, for thy grace was great over men, and 
great was thy mercy over soul; may thy grace 
exalted over the sons thy sons, and may the evil spirit 
not rule over them destroy them off the earth. And 


typical name God the Parables Enoch, xxxvii. 71. 
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thou hast verily blessed and sons that increase 
and multiply and fill the earth. And thou knowest 
how the Watchmen, the fathers these spirits, acted 
day; and these spirits also which are alive, cast them 
into prison and hold them the places judgment, and let 
them not destroy the sons thy servant, God, for 
they are terrible and created for destroying; and may 
they not rule over the spirits the for thou alone 
knowest their judgment. And let them have sway 
over the children the righteous from now and 
eternity. And our God said unto that should 
bind all. And the angel the spirits, came 
and said: Lord, Creator, leave some them before 
me, and they shall hear voice and they shall all 
things that tell them; for thou dost not leave any 
them shall not able accomplish the power 
will among the children men, for they are here for 
corrupting, and destroying, and leading astray before the 
judgment, for great their wickedness the children 
men.” And said: The tenth part them shall 
left before him and nine parts shall descend into the place 
judgment.” And one said: will teach 
Noah all their medicines for they did not walk right- 
eousness, did not contend uprightness. And 
did according his word; all the wicked ones that were 
terrible bound the place judgment, but the tenth 
part them left, that they should judged before 
Satan the earth. 10. And the medicines all their 
sicknesses explained Noah together with all their 
deceptions how heal them with the plants the earth. 
11. And Noah wrote all these down book in- 

The name the leader the evil spirits found throughout the book. 
The role here occupied him may have been taken from that Satan 
Job, but place remark that many apocryphal works, especially 
Enoch, demonology has wide field and the satans are recognized 
organized opponents God, who, however, their evil deeds only with 


his permission. The word Mastema derived from the Greek 
form being 
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structed him, concerning every kind medicines, and the 
evil spirits were held away from the sons Noah. 12. 
And gave all the writings which had written 
Shem, his oldest son, for him loved exceedingly above 
all his children. 13. And Noah slept with his fathers and 
was buried Mount the land Ararat. 14. 
Nine hundred and fifty years completed his life; 
nineteen jubilees and two weeks and five years; excelled 
his life the earth the children men account 
his righteousness, which was perfect, with the ex- 
ception Enoch. 15. For the history Enoch made 
testimony the generations eternity announce all 
the deeds the generation the day judgment. 
the thirty-third [fourth] jubilee, the first year the 
second week, Phalék took himself wife, whose name 
was the daughter Sinaar, and she bore him 
son the fourth year this week, and called his name 
Ragev, for said: Behold, the sons men have become 
evil through plan wickedness, because they build for 
themselves city and tower the land Sinaar;” for 
they separated from the land Ararat toward the east 
Sinaar, for his day they were building city and 
And they began build the fourth week, and they 
burned with fire, and they used bricks for stones, and the 
clay with which they joined them was asphalt, which 
comes out the sea and out the fountains water 
the land Sinaar, and they built forty years, and three 
years they were making 18. And the Lord 
our God said us: Behold one people that has 
commenced it, and now shall not let them; 
behold, will descend and mix their tongues, and one 
shall not hear the other and they shall scattered into cit- 
ies and into nations and one counsel shall longer abide 
with them until the day Lord 
descended, and descended with him see the city and 
tower which the children men were building. 20. And 
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confounded all the speech their tongues, and they 
longer heard the voice one the other, and they ceased 
then build the city and the tower. this account the 
whole land Sinaar called Babel, because there God 
confused all the tongues the children men, and from 
there they were scattered all their cities, each accord- 
ing his language and his nation. And the Lord 
great wind against the tower and overturned upon 
the ground, and behold, [it stood] between the land 
Assur and Babylon the land Sinaar, and they called 
its name Ruins. 21. And the fourth week, the first 
year the thirty-fourth jubilee they were scattered out 
the land Sinaar. 22. And Ham and his sons went 
into the land which had taken, which fell him lot 
the land the north [south]; and Kainaan saw the land 
the Libanon the canal Egypt that was very 
good, and did not into the land his inheritance 
the west the sea, and dwelt the land Libanon 
the east and the west the land the Jordan and 
the coast the sea. 23. And his father, and 
Cush and his brothers, said him: Thou hast 
settled land which not thine and did not fall 
lot, thou shouldst not thus; for thou doest thus, 
then thou and thy children will fall condemnation 
the land, and cursed ones sedition, for sedition 
have settled and sedition thy children will fall and 
thou wilt rooted out eternity. 24. not dwell 
the dwelling place Shem, for Shem and his children 
was given Cursed art thou and cursed shalt 
thou above all the sons Noah the curse which 
covenanted with oath between the presence 
the holy judge and before Noah our father.” 26. But 
did not listen them and dwelt the land Libanon 
from Emath the entrance Egypt, and his sons 
until this 27. And this account this land called 
Canaan. 28. But Japheth and his sons went toward the 
east and dwelt their portions and Madai saw the land 
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the sea, and pleased him, and begged from 
Elam, and Assur, and Arphaksed, the brother his wife, 
and dwelt the land Médkin, near the brother 
his wife until this day. 29. And called his dwelling 
place and the dwelling place his sons Madakia, the 
name their father Madai. 

the thirty-fifth jubilee, the third 
week, the first year thereof, Ragev took unto himself 
wife, and her name was Ora, the daughter Or, the 
daughter the son Késéd, and she bore him son, and 
called his name the seventh year this week 
this jubilee. And the sons Noah began fight 
with each other, take captive and slay each one his 
brother, and spill the blood men over the earth, and 
eat blood, and build strong cities, and walls, and 
towers (and single men elevated themselves above the 
people, and first founded kingdoms), and make war, 
nation against nation, and nations against nations, and 
city against city, and all things became worse, and they 
acquired for themselves arms, and taught their sons war, 
and began take captive the cities and sell male and 
female slaves. And Ur, the son Késéd, built Era 
the Chaldees, and called its name after his own name and 
the name his father. And made for himself 
molten images, and they worshipped each one his own 
image which they had made for themselves molding, 
and they began make sculptured images and unclean 
forms, and the terrible spirits assisted them and misled 
them commit transgression and uncleanness. And 
the prince Mastéma gave his power make all this, 
and through the angels who had been given under his 
hand, sent out his hand all wickedness and sin 
and all transgression, and destroy and murder and 
shed blood over the earth. account his name 
was called Sérach, for Sérach turned himself all things 
all kinds sin. And grew and dwelt 
the Chaldees near the father the mother his wife, 
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and worshipped idols, and took himself wife 
the thirty-sixth jubilee, the fifth week, the first year 
thereof, and her name was Mélka, the daughter Kéher, 
the daughter the brother his father. And she bore 
him son the first year this week, and 
grew and dwelt the Chaldees, and his father 
taught him the researches the Chaldees, divination and 
astrology according the signs the heavens. And 
the thirty-seventh jubilee, the sixth week, the first 
year thereof, took himself wife, and her name was 
the daughter Nésteg the Chaldees. And 
she bore him Tarah the seventh year this week. 
And the prince Mastema sent ravens and birds that they 
should eat what was sown the land, order destroy 
the land, that they might deprive the children men 
their labor, for before they plowed the seed the 
ravens picked from the surface the ground. 11. 
that account his father called his name Tarah, because 
the ravens and the birds robbed them and devoured their 
seed. 12. And the years began barren account 
the birds, and all the fruit the trees they ate from the 
trees; with great strength they were able save little 
from all the fruit the land their days. 13. And 
the thirty-ninth jubilee, the second week, the first 
year, Tarah took himself wife, and her name was 
Edna, the daughter Abram, the daughter the sister 
his father. 14. And the seventh year this week 
she bore him called his Abram the 
name the father his mother, for had died before 
his daughter conceived 15. And the child began 
understand the errors the earth, that all went astray 
after the images and after uncleanness; and his father 
taught him writing when two weeks years old; and 
separated himself from his father that might not wor- 
ship the idols with And began pray the 
Creator all things that should save him from the 
errors the children men, and that his portion should 
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not fall into error after uncleanness and shame. 17. And 
the time seed came sow upon the land, and all 
came out together watch their seed against the ravens, 
and Abram came out with those that came out, and 
was boy fourteen years. 18. ravens 
came devour the seed, and Abram ran scatter them 
before they sat down the earth eat the seed, and 
said: not devour; return the place whence you 
came!” and they turned back. And clouds ravens 
returned that day seven times, and all the ravens none 
sat down upon any the land where Abram was, and not 
one was leftthere. 20. And all those that were with him 
the whole land saw him crying, and all the ravens 
turned back, and great was his name all the land the 
Chaldees. 21. And there came him this year all 
those that had sowed seed, and would with them 
until the time sowing the land ceased, and they 
sowed their land, and this year they brought home 
grain, and ate and were satisfied. 22. And the fifth 
year the fifth week Abram taught those who make the 
instruments for oxen, the workmen wood, and they 
made utensils over the earth, opposite the crook timber 
the plows order put the seed thereon, and let 
the seed fall out into the seed furrows. 23. And 
was hidden the earth, and they longer feared the 
ravens; and thus they did all the crook-timber the 
plows over the earth, and they sowed and worked the 
land each one Abram had commanded them, and 
longer feared the ravens. 
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Evidently Progressive Orthodoxy mere side issue with the ANDOVER 
their editorial (February number) the Ignatian letters they 
state what every one must know true, that there was once vigorous 
Christianity without New Testament.” Few, however, will likely 
assent the inference which they think follows from this premise, namely, 
that ‘‘the obvious lesson is, that the church has nothing fear from his- 
torical criticism. were able multiply almost indefinitely the difficul- 
ties which now exist respect portions the Canon, more, far more, 
truth than was realized the churches which Ignatius wrote would 
still assured beyond controversy criticism and now, 
the early time, the one indubitable proof, the inviolable charter, Chris- 
tianity the historic (p. 185). beg leave ask where they 
get their idea the historic Christ? They certainly have little material 
which work outside the New Testament, and they not accept all 
the New Testament their conception Christ not full that which 
entertained ordinary Christians. what limits the criticisms recom- 
mended the Andover Review would reduce may judge consult- 
ing the writings Reuss, which they highly commend. holds that the 
Apocalypse longer authority, that Second Peter forgery, that 
not know who wrote the Fourth Gospel, and that the introductory 
chapters Matthew and Luke are doubtful traditions. fear the mass 
the clergy not perceive how far reaching these slighting suggestions 
concerning the importance the New Testament are. With ‘‘invio- 
lable but such left the so-called Christian sen- 
the Andover Critics, are danger being left with neither 
helm nor compass. 

Being thus set free from the trammels New Testament exegesis, the 
editors proceed the following manner sustain their doctrine con- 
tinued probation. First, they quote passage from Ignatius: The divine 
prophets set their hope Him, awaited his coming, expected Him their 
teacher, were saved Him. and raised them from the dead.” 
Then, after quoting from Bishop Lightfoot his opinion that this refers 
the descensus inferos, and mentioning that quotes from Justin, Ire- 
Hermas, Tertullian, Clement Alexandria, and Hippolytus, the 
Review continues: wide-spread—we may rather say universal— 
acceptance this tenet the church the second century implies prior 
and trusted authority for it.” 
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Here are two points: (1) The doctrine the descensus inferos—and 
implication the Andover doctrine preaching the souls Hades, 
and consequently continued probation—was universal” the church 
the second century. (2) This implies ‘‘prior and trusted” is, 
apostolic authority for it.” 

paraphrase. prefer follow the Ante-Nicene Library, and render: 
disciples the prophets themselves the Spirit did wait for him 
their Teacher. And therefore whom they rightly waited for, being come, 
raised them from the say that there but little probability 
that the descensus inferos referred this passage. The interpolator 
who formed the so-called Long Recension did not understand so, for 
paraphrases thus: prophets were his servants, and foresaw him 
the Spirit, and waited for him their teacher, and expected him their 
Lord and Saviour, saying, ‘He will come and save us.’” This was not 
because himself rejected doctrine which found Ignatius, and 
suppressed it, for did not reject it, see Trallians, ch. For, 
says the Scripture, bodies the saints that slept, arose,’ their graves 
being opened. descended indeed into Hades alone, but arose accom- 
panied multitude.” The true meaning probably that suggested 
the parallel passage, Philad. And let also love the Prophets, because 
they too have proclaimed the Gospel, and placed their hope him, and 
waited for him; whom also believing they were saved, through union 
Jesus Christ, being holy men,” etc. This our ordinary modern idea 
the relation the Old Testament saints Jesus Christ, and salvation 
through him. The true meaning the passage, Magn. therefore 
probably explained Matt. xxvii. 52, which the 
idea the descensus not broached. 

But let that pass. Suppose the descensus. does not make 
the doctrine the first group writers after the New Testa- 
ment, the Apostolic Fathers, who are most important for one who will make 
inferences prior authority. not even their even their 
common doctrine, for think that Ignatius the only one this group 
that the Aeview will quote for the doctrine, and there are seven others, 
including Hermas, whom shall refer again below. 

the other writers referred Lightfoot, since his work not 
before us, cannot enter into minute examination the argument. 
The text usually quoted for Justin Martyr Trypho, 72, which accuses 
the Jews having omitted from their text Scripture the following pass- 
age claimed from Jeremiah: ‘‘The Lord God remembered his dead 
people lay the graves and descended preach them 
his own salvation.” Justin adds neither note nor comment! 
ix. ch. 16, does teach that preached the gospel the dead 
after their own death, and gave them ‘‘the seal the 
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teaches the descensus, but bring from Hades ‘‘those who 
proclaimed his advent, and submitted his dispensations, the 
men, the prophets, and the patriarchs” (iv. 27, none others (cf. iv. 
22, 31). Tertullian (de Anima, and 55). Clement Alexan- 
dria (Strom. vi. teaches that the Saviour and the apostles preach the gos- 
pel Hades a// men, and Origen (Cels. ii. 43) speaks con- 
verting such men were willing 

Now, the passage Ignatius explains certain passages the New 
Testament, and thus favors the Andover view continued probation, then 
these later passages explain Ignatius. Leaving out Clement and Origen, 
their voice unanimous for their preaching being confined the Old 
Testament saints,—which too narrow for the Andover view. Or, includ- 
ing these writers, there general consent, except the mere fact 
the descensus. And the particular view advocated Clement and Origen 
too broad for the present Andover view. 

So, after all, the doctrine the descensus not the second 
century nor what there all after the Andover sort. Indeed, 
there would seem steady progress thought the wrong direction, 
from hint given Ignatius, and probably misunderstood, towards view 
which suppose even the Andover theologians regard unevangelical,— 
that Clement. 

(2) But, again, object strongly the logic the argument, 
the interpretation the facts. History can afford nothing more than 
subsidiary argument,—never primary one,—for doctrine faith. 
doctrine rest sound exegesis, its occurrence early church father 
may form confirmatory argument favor the exegesis. The doctrine 
continued probation has exegetical foundation. Even the text 
Peter permits only, according the Andover professors, hold their 
theory hypothesis,—a possible explanation. go, now, outside 
the Bible itself for its explanation erect into standard authority 
something which has not the slightest claim thus regarded. 
make the opinions fallible, and often foolish men interpret infallibility 
The attempt weak, and especially the case before us. The age 
Ignatius was uncritical age. None the great doctrines had begun 
receive critical study. suppose that such time, three centuries 
before the church had got the point formulating doctrine sin, 
doctrine eschatology could clearly held, absurd. quote Ignatius 
any such way would abuse history, exhibit total ignorance 
its province. quote him exegetical authority equally absurd. 

know that the Andover Review spurns prudential considerations. 
therefore ask attention only certain demands consistency. 
are accept the descensus inferos apostolic doctrine the 
authority Ignatius, must his unscriptural exaltation the bishop 
the church and admit the decisive authority the further devel- 
opment this idea among the later writers, must admit the same 
the case the episcopal system. the authority and Origen 
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decisive favor the preaching the gospel the inhabitants 
Hades, then decisive favor the ransom paid the devil 
erected into authority here, must also his realistic doctrine our 
union with Christ. 

But this ground theology history. has all the faults and none 
the merits the Roman Catholic exaltation tradition. 


THE BAPTIST QUARTERLY REVIEW for January has symposium upon the 
Inspiration the Apostles, containing many restatements which are 
specially valuable for their clearness and discrimination. Dr. Dodge, 
Hamilton, Y., forcibly remarks: have heart tear into shreds 
the histories and letters apostolic men. They are all one piece, each 
complete its way and after its kind. One must accept reject each one 
asawhole. The critic who claims that some clause, torn from its connec- 
tions, without any religious significance, must present his reasons. The 
burden proof rests him. will time enough consider such 
proof when presented, shall found deserve any serious con- 
sideration (p. 54). 

President Robinson, Brown University, dwells upon the analogy be- 
tween the apparent imperfections nature and those the Bible. 

Dr. Manly, Louisville, the remark that the greetings Tryphena 
and Amplias, the commendation Phoebe, and the counsel Timothy 
his health, are purely personal, private, and secular,” replies: But the 
record these personal suggestions and feelings may have been controlled 
and directed infinite wisdom, nevertheless. The obvious and important 
inferences from them, and the light they cast incidentally the social and 
church life early Christians, are the highest value, and amply justify 
their presence the (p. 63). 

Dr. Lincoln, Newton, sums his argument under four heads: (1) The 
New Testament recognizes the infallible inspiration the Old Testament. 
(2) the light thrown upon the Old Testament can understand the in- 
spiration promised the apostles. With the record before the pro- 
found reverence cherished for the Old Testament Scriptures source 
infallible truth and clothed with absolute authority, would strange 
inversion law progress attach less authority the New 
Testament. If, under the imperfect light the early dispensation and the 
incomplete help the Holy Spirit, prophets were guarded against error 
and enabled minister the perfect truth later generations, that 
word their teachings could changed, there room for doubt that 
the final dispensation, under the full illumination the Spirit, the inspira- 
tioa infallible, and dross human error dims the pure gold divine 
The authority apostolic teaching was absolute. (4) 
The view infallible inspiration, taught the New Testament, con- 
firmed the judgment post-apostolic times. 

Dr. Pepper, replying the objection the authority our apostolical 
writings from the contingency attaching their order and preservation, 
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aptly remarks: Human history mighty complex contingencies, itself 
prolonged contingency. Does this exclude eternal foreseeing 
and decreeing and guiding mind? the inspiration men infallible 
spirit make known ina setting contingencies the very truth God which 
expressed shall every jot and tittle fulfilled, because every jot 
and tittle God’s own mind and will? urge the casual and contingent 
origin Scripture objection its value and authority not valid. 
might well that, God saw and judged, writings such origin 
and sort would the very best meet the wants after ages men who 
must every one live life contingency. Nor may rashly infer that 
the apostles had clear knowledge that their writings were carry 
revelation the (p. 76). 

Dr. Stevens dwells upon the probability the continuance supernatu- 
ral endowments the church throughout the first century, these endow- 
ments being intimated the New Testament the reference the 
prophets and the discerning spirits, Cor. xiv. thinks 
canon, not completed, was chiefly formed that period, under the 
direction men extraordinarily endowed with prophetic and discriminative 
(p. 83). 

Dr. Owen, Denison University, thus presents the presumption, from 
the nature the case: ‘‘It asking much expect reasonable men 
believe the Almighty would fail have true and perfect record kept, when 
the Lord came his work. Let granted that who came Mes- 
siah, was, believers know, the eternal Son God, then his very presence 
requires that those who are with him shall come clear understanding 
his mission and truly present it. Let remembered that work for 
men, and that their true reception Him faith that least intelli- 
gent its real import essential, essential that their eternal well-be- 
ing depends upon it, and that this should not made known 
such way that error the true hearted would impossible. Consider 
that when the Lord came chose the twelve definitely for this very purpose, 
that they might report his work, and you will see that God has any thing 
all with the affairs men must give these men such guiding 
and control that mistake shall come from them”’ (p. 86). 


the PRESBYTERIAN REVIEW Professor Caven concludes long article 
upon the Revised Version the Bible Whole with the following 
remarks 

conclusion which have come—that doctrine held the 
Church God requires modification consequence the revision now 
made—by means implies that theology will not profit the laborious 
work the revision. importance show all readers the Script- 
ures that possible change emendation the English can sub- 
stantially affect the doctrine the Church God; and necessary that 
every mistranslation which has lent support true dogma should cor- 
rected: tali auxilio’” (p. 87). 
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service rendered the Bible since 1611 can regarded tran- 
scending importance the work revision now completed. For, while 
prodigious labor textual critics and translators—of biblical scholarship 
all departments—had gone before, and made revision such this possible, 
the results this great and various labor are here gathered and utilized 
for the benefit millions people—of whole nations. The work not 
perfect, but the Revised Version will certainly placed the head all 
translations the Scriptures which have yet been made. will seen 
more clearly than ever that ‘the words the Lord are pure words; sil- 
ver tried furnace earth, purified seven (p. 88). 


The editor the OLD TESTAMENT STUDENT pushing earnestly the mat- 
ter biblical study the theological seminaries and among the working 
ministry. every issue far this year has returned the subject 
with renewed vigor, exposing unsparingly the defects, and indicating the 
improvements needed, the usual methods. The following paragraph 
from the March number puts very plainly some painful truths 

some institutions sacred statement made guardedly) 
Bible-study farce too many sadly neglected. very few does 
the work correspond the vital relation which, generally believed, 
true conception the Bible events and precepts sustains the efficient 
accomplishment the minister’s work. This felt some extent 
instructors these institutions some extent also the men who study 
them; but much more keenly those who have passed through the 
course study, and, having reached their fields labor, find themselves 
but poorly equipped for their work. The ignorance the Bible which char- 
acterizes the average seminary graduate amazing. Nor does realize 
until stands the very midst the conflict for which proper knowledge 
the Book would have armed him.” 

For the help those who would remedy this bad state affairs the editor 
announces series Studies,” rather outlines for studies, designed 
facilitate the acquisition real Bible-knowledge, the cultivation his- 
torical spirit, and the attainment habit independent investigation. 
The first First Samuel—promises well for the series. 


II. ENGLISH. 


The recent revival the discussion respecting the relation Genesis 
geology English periodicals remarkable. the January number 
the Dr. Driver, Regius Professor Hebrew Oxford, gives 
the result his prolonged study upon the subject. What says upon the 
scientific aspects the subject, however, less important than that which 
relates the exegetical. Upon the propriety taking the word 
the first Genesis represent prolonged period, while holding that the 
word must signify literal day, adds: 

the same time the possibility must admitted that the writer may 
have consciously used the term figuratively, fully aware the one hand 
that the work the Creator could not measured human standards, 
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the other hand desirous artificially accommodating the period 


the week. spite the phrases evening and morning, which seem 
imply literal days, the supposition that the narrator meant his ‘days’ 


‘the figurative representation periods should not, the present writer 


ventures think, ruled out inadmissible.” 

The question, however, not much what the word means, whether 
not may have been applied figuratively the writer. seems rea- 
sonable admit that this may have been the case. The ‘morning’ and 
‘evening’ will then part, not the reality, but the representation” 
(p. 27.) 

these remarks Dr. Driver only states principle which clear 
not need repetition emphasis, except for the fact that ill-advised state- 
ments have recently been put forward this country persons promi- 
nent positions who assume speak with authority. The truth is, Dr. 
Driver clearly perceives, that the meaning such terms not question 
mere etymology Hebrew grammar, but the broader questions 
rhetoric, upon which the judgment any well-informed literary person 
about much value that specialist Hebrew. Broad-minded 
scientific men like Dana and Guyot cannot good rights, therefore, 
warned off from this field, and men wide literary tastes and political ex- 
perience, like Gladstone, are their appropriate province when estimating, 
from general considerations, the character such document that con- 
taining the cosmogony Genesis. is, therefore, with great satisfaction 
that find the distinguished Premier drawn out recently into giving 
distinct statement his views upon this subject. 

the NINETEENTH CENTURY for November Mr. Gladstone was led, 
reply criticisms from Réville upon his previous endorsement the 
scientific accuracy the allusions Genesis, reaffirm his belief that such 
accuracy could have been attained only the result divine inspiration. 
the brief statements this article Mr. Gladstone very naturally left him- 
self open some slight criticism, from scientific view. Professor 
taking advantage this seeming defect, volunteered make 
the December number the Century what apparently 
thought was final and irresistible assault upon the position those who 
assume reconcile the statements Genesis and the conclusions geol- 
ogy. The chief value Mr. Huxley’s criticism seems, however, have 
been that served draw out from Mr. Gladstone reply which 
gives his full strength the points question. comparing the two argu- 
ments, one cannot fail struck with the limitations under which Mr. 


Huxley labors from his lack familiarity with literature and with the 


principles interpreting literary documents, while Mr. Gladstone’s pre-em- 
inence these respects gives him remarkable and the scien- 
tific authorities upon which depends are eminent and decided their 
statements that Mr. Huxley has advantage over him even this respect, 
for must remembered that Mr. Huxley’s specialty neither physics 
nor geology, but anatomy. 
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The following extracts from Mr. Gladstone’s second article are noteworthy 

[Mr. Huxley] holds the writer [of Genesis i.] for scien- 
tific look for nothing the kind, but assign him statement 
general, which admits exceptions popular, which aims mainly producing 
moral impression summary, which cannot but open more less 
describes living creatures structure. The Mosaic writer describes them 
Both suppose are right. suppose description 
would unavailing for the purposes science. feel sure that description 
structure, such the geologists supply, would have been unavailing for 
the purpose summary teaching with religious aim” (p. 5). 

doubt there may degree literalism which will even suffice 
show that, ‘every winged fowl’ was produced the fourth day the 
Hexaemeron, therefore the birth new fowls continually contradiction 
the text Genesis. But does not the equity common sense require 
understand simply that the order winged fowl,’ whatever that may 
mean, took its place creation certain time, and that from that time 
its various component classes were course production” (p. 8)? 

the Mosaic writer had his mind were the creatures with which 
Adamic man was (p. 

came the Mosaic writer place the fishes and men their true 
relative positions not only one another, and not only the rest the 
animal succession, but definite and that atrue relation time the 
origin the first plant-life, and the colossal operations which the earth 
was fitted for them (p. 11)? 

The five origins, first appearances plants, fishes, birds, mammals 
and man, are given Genesis the order succession, which 
they are also given the latest geological (p. 14). 

were lawyer’s parchment, sum arithmetic, wherein flaw dis- 
the uncertainty translators are not inspired. There 
difficulty transcription transcribers are not inspired, and element 
error inseparable from the work series copyists (p. 15). 

perfectly conceivable that document penned the human hand, 


and transmitted human means, may contain matter questionable, 


tain, even mistaken and yet may, its contents whole, present 
such such moral proofs truth Divinely imparted, ought irrefrag- 
ably command assent and govern practice. man may possibly 
admit something not reconciled, and yet may what Mr. Huxley denounces 

not suppose would feasible, even for Professor Huxley, taking 
the nebular hypothesis and geological discovery for his guides, give, 
the compass the first twenty-seven verses Genesis, account the 
cosmogony, and the succession life the stratification the earth, 
which would combine scientific precision statement with the majesty, the 
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simplicity, the intelligibility, and the impressiveness the record before 
us. Let modestly call it, for argument’s sake, approximation the 
present presumptions and conclusions science. Let assume that the 
statement the text plants. and the statement verses 24, 
reptiles, cannot all points sustained and yet still there remain great 
unshaken facts weighed. First, the fact that such record should 
have been made all. Secondly, the fact that, instead dwelling gen- 
eralities, has placed itself under the severe conditions chronological 
order, reaching from the first chaotic matter the consummated 
production fair and goodly, furnished and peopled world. Thirdly, 
the fact that its cosmogony seems, the light the nineteenth century, 
draw more and more countenance from the best natural philosophy; and, 
fourthly, that has described the successive origins the cate- 
gories present life, with which human experience was and conversant, 
that order which geological authority confirms. How came these things 
Howcame they be, not among Accadians, Assyrians, Egyp- 
tians, who monopolised the stores human knowledge when this wonder- 
ful tradition was born; but among the obscure records people who, 
dwelling Palestine for twelve hundred years from their sojourn 
the valley the Nile, hardly had force stamp even much their 
name upon the history the world large, and only then began 
admitted the general communion mankind when their Scriptures as- 
sumed the dress which Gentile tongue needed supply? more 
rational, contend, say that these astonishing anticipations were God- 
given supply, than suppose that race who fell uniformly and entirely 
short the great intellectual development antiquity, shculd here not 
only have equalled and outstripped it, but have entirely transcended, kind 
even more than degree, all known exercise human faculties. 
Whether this was knowledge conveyed the mind the Mosaic author, 
not presume determine. There has been, the belief Christians, 
profound providential purpose, little variously visible us, which pre- 
sided, from Genesis the Apocalypse, over the formation the marvellous 
compound which term the Holy Scriptures. This wonderingly em- 
brace without being much perplexed the questions which are raised 
them for instance, the question, what exact relation the books 
the Apocrypha, sometimes termed deutero-canonical, stand the books 
the Hebrew canon. Difficulties detail, such may (or ultimately may 
not) found exist the Proem Genesis, have much the same relation 
the evidence revealed knowledge this record, the spots the sun 
his all-unfolding and sufficing light. But tothe Mosaic writer himself, 
all presume accept the fact that put upon undying record, this 
portion his record, series particulars which, interpreted the grow- 
ing light modern knowledge, require from us, the whole, reasonable 
men, the admission that not see how could have written them, and 
that all likelihood did not write them, without aid from the guidance 
more than human power. this guidance, and not necessarily 
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uniformly the consciousness the writer, that, according poor 
conception, the idea revelation mainly lies” (pp. 16, 17). 

who take for the burden their song Respect religion, but de- 
spise theology,’ seem just rational person were say 
‘Admire the trees, the plants, the flowers, the sun, moon, stars, but de- 
spise botany and despise astronomy.’ ‘Theology ordered knowledge, rep- 
resenting the region the intellect what religion represents the heart 
and life man. And this religion, Mr. Huxley says little farther on, 
summed the terms the prophet Micah (vi. 8): justly, and love 
mercy, and walk humbly with thy God.’..... Mr. Huxley appears 
cite these terms Micah they reduced the work religion from dif- 
ficult very easy performance. But look them again. Examine them 
well, They are, truth, Cowper’s words 

Higher than the heights above, 
Deeper than the depths beneath. 
justly, that say, extinguish self; love mercy, cut utterly away all 
the pride and wrath, and all the cupidity that make this fair world wilder- 
ness; walk humbly with thy God, take His will and set the place where 
thine own was used rule. ‘Ring out the old, ring the new.’ Pluck 
down the tyrant from his place set the true Master His lawful throne. 
are certainly human beings, happy composition, who mount 
these airy heights with elastic step, and with unbated breath. 
Sponte sua, sine lege, fidem rectumque colebat. 
This comparative refinement nature some may even lead them 
undervalue the stores that rich armoury which Christianity has provided 
equip for our great life-battle. The text the prophet Micah, devel- 
oped into all the breadth St. Paul and St. Augustine, not too much 
not often all too little for the needs ordinary men” (p. 20). 
Mr. Gladstone’s reply Mr. Huxley was written before had seen Pro- 


fessor Dana’s article the Sacra for last April. But, upon see- 
ing that, Mr. Gladstone added the following postscript upon the last page 
the Century for January 

learn with satisfaction that America, where the stores geological 


knowledge have been greatly enlarged, the business the Reconciler 
has been taken into the hands scientists: Dr. Dana, Professor Geology 
Yale College, and Dr. Arnold Guyot, Professor Geology and Physical 
Geography New Jersey College. Both these authorities, appears, 
have adhered through long career, and now adhere with increased confid- 
ence, the idea substantial harmony between science and the Mosaic 
text. Professor Dana’s latest tract has recently appeared the 
Sacra for April 1885. thinks the evidence doubtful the priority 
birds over the low marsupian mammals (p. 214); but strong for abun- 
dant early plant life the Azoic period (p. 213): and holds, with Profes- 
sor Guyot, that the first, cosmogonical, portion the Proem not only 
accords with, but teaches, the nebular hypothesis (p. 220). 

relief find that the burden this argument shared with wit- 
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nesses, who are competent and unsuspected the scientific side and who 
people, which knoweth not the law, (Nineteenth Century, Jan. 
1886, 176.) 

reply this (February Number) Mr. Huxley reduced the follow- 
ing unworthy shift 

There one whose authority geological questions more 
readily disposed bow, than that eminent friend Professor Dana. 
But familiar with what has previously said this topic his well- 
known and standard work, into which, strangely enough, does not seem 
have occurred Mr. Gladstone look before set out upon his present 
undertaking; and unless Professor Dana’s latest contribution (which have 
not yet met with) takes altogether new ground, afraid shall not 
able extricate myself, its help, from present difficulties (p. 204). 

submit that this very uncandid treatment Mr. use 
Professor article from the Sacra (April 
1885) upon which Mr. Gladstone relied for Professor Dana’s opinion upon 
this subject much later date than the Manual Geology which Mr. 
Huxley would refer, and the deliberate and full statement 
what, after long lifetime’s study the subject, believes the sober 
truth. For Mr. Huxley confess that has not read this article, and still 
pretend know Dana’s opinion upon the subject, does not reflect credit 
upon Mr. Huxley’s method forming opinions. 


III. GERMAN. 


The closing number Luthardt’s ZEITSCHRIFT for the year 1885 opens 
with suggestive article The Significance for Christianity firm posi- 
Truth. begins with lament over the leanness production 
the last decades Germany works the department systematic 
theology. But this not all that lamented. Belief the existence 
objective truth Christianity has apparently begun disappear. This 
not, however, phenomenon exclusively confined theology. The reac- 
tion against groundless speculation has gone far that ontology every 
sort given up, and metaphysics have fallen into contempt. different 
ways long series theologians, from Schleiermacher Ritschl, have 
based theology upon the ‘‘feeling,” upon the ‘‘ethical,” something 
else, but not facts upon any real knowledge God divine truth 
general. And one school thought exalts criticism into the place the- 
ology, and takes its motto, Belief fact superstition. 

The writer now goes show that Christianity has its foundation 
objective truth. Such the meaning the word which presupposes 
the eternal reality that which believe. the whole conception 
salvation rests upon reverence for and fear the realities the unseen 
world. Inthe statement that Jesus Christ the Son God lies wealth 
objective truth. condition salvation proclaimed the Apostle 
(Rom. demands the acceptance certain truths elsewhere distinctly 
formulated. And the church has ever taught. 
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upon this firm foundation that Christianity must built up. The 
mere acceptance the truth presupposes knowledge it. This may 
imperfect knowledge, but must nevertheless Its evidence lies 
the fact that touches the conscience. excites whatever sense truth 
the heart may possess, and thereby received the truth the soul. 
And thus evidenced, sounds through the soul with the power author- 
ity that demands immediate and unconditional obedience. awakens con- 
science self-reproach, but then heals it, medicine sick man, 
and thereby brings the consciousness that such the truth needs. 
Now moves the will, first, perfect its theoretical knowledge, for even 
here the will active and, then, practical self-surrender, more difficult 
thing. Thus the man becomes Christian. But now has ground 
himself thoroughly the truth. His knowledge must deepened till 
becomes something more than mere external knowing isolated facts. 
True knowledge only possible when one already has faith, and comes 
through the new life received through the same. one can truly know 
God till known him. Only the disciple Jesus knows the truth, 
which then has the power make him free. This Anselm’s credo 
Or, Godet puts it: Une nouvelle vue suppose une nouvelle vie. 
department can one have thorough knowledge without surrendering 
himself it. Divine things demand this, however, especial degree. 
One must love them know them (Pascal). disclose their heart only 
him who opens his heart them. Constant devotion the 
living God faith, ever renewed consecration love, are, therefore, 
indispensable give new impulses towards knowledge, and make this 
profound...... desire know God the same give him the 
honor which his due. far indifference towards the truth sin 
against God!” now the problem the Christian seek know 
more God. 

certainly the word God ought the constant nourishment 
the new life, and asa confident, steady spiritual life impossible without 
clear, well-grounded knowledge, certainly belongs the leadership the 
course the spiritual life progressive acquaintance with the truth, just 
the knowledge the latter was the condition the rise the former. 

.... ‘His divine power hath granted unto all things that pertain unto 
life and godliness through the knowledge him that called his own 
glory and virtue Pet. The emotions now become more pure, and 
more sensitive. New power discerning the truth bestowed through 
them. ‘‘In connection with this ennobling the truth, there joined, 
further, ever tenderer sensitiveness the monitions conscience. 
real repugnance sin, arising from the new-created heart, springs 
feeling ever more intimate and blessed association with the Lord, real 
relish for divine things, deep-seated joy and out this 
springs deeper consecration, more earnest conflict with sin, greater victory, 
and again deeper knowledge the truth. 

cannot refrain from giving our theme practical conclusion. 
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firm position the truth the objective and subjective sense has funda- 
mental significance, becomes all, ministers and people, 
grounded and rooted the same. make progress all departments 
worldly knowledge, but remain upon the plane childhood the 
knowledge and understanding religious truth, even sink below it, 
produces spiritual deformity. And, our opinion, this disproportion 
between our knowledge spiritual truth and our secular knowledge, since 
naturally leads contempt for that truth, chief source 
the same way, the disproportion between awakened religious needs and 
impulses, and clear, comprehensive knowledge, is, another direction, 
the source much sectarian fanaticism. Whatever operates upon the 
impulsive side our being must, sound and permanent tendencies are 
developed thence, raised into the sphere knowledge, illumined 
and clarified thereby. And less the lack firm, evangelical posi- 
tion the truth often the reason why Rome with her artificially constructed 
and forcibly maintained position, impresses many. all sides this 
fatal triangle which surrounds us, against the unbelief, sectarianism, the 
idealization the papacy, will the nurture sound knowledge, and firm 
position the truth found the best defence. This plain enough 
with reference the last two. The first, however,—unbelief,—it thought 
these days, may won for Christianity, and reconciled with the same, 
diminishing and weakening Christian doctrine! But the weakness com- 
promise only excites contempt and the demand for 
Nothing but the dignified maintenance the great truths the faith inspires 
respect; and nothing but that can win any one who can won 
the contrary, are maintain our position against these powers, this 
impoverishing and weakening the wealth Christian truth 
tinue, impossible perceive.” 
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ARTICLE XI. 
NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


Discussions THEOLOGY. the Professors Chicago The- 
ological Seminary. Vol. iii. Chicago: Revel. 1885. (pp. 359. 
$1.50. 

This volume and its predecessors aim furnish equivalent the 
German The effort the editors publish such 
annual most praiseworthy, and augurs well for the future theological 
scholarship this country. The aim present the shortest possible 
form review each year the advance theological science, and guide 
the student the sources information, whatever his particular line 
study may be. The work carried throughout candid and impar- 
tial spirit, and general well done. satisfactory also find this 
work the hands writers who not only possess the true scholarly instincts, 
but have, well, sound judgment and full sympathy with the evangelical 
spirit Anglo-Saxon Christianity. articles upon the literature the 
New Testament Professor Hyde, and the Old Testament Professor 
Curtiss, are marked with due respect for what established well proper 
hospitality for whatever seems true new views. The most difficult 
task falls Professor Scott, who prepares the chapter Church History, 
for this department the flood publications peculiarly bewildering. 
Nevertheless are not put off with merely catalogue names and titles 
but brief digest the whole attempted. Under Systematic Theology 
Professor Boardman deals, its place, with the progressive orthodoxy 
the Andover Review and finds wanting elements permanent interest. 
The articles Professor Fiske Homiletics and Professor Wilcox 
Pastoral Theology are also discriminating and helpful. 

Professor Fiske’s wonder typographical error Dr. Ser- 
mons suggests say that have been annoyed the numerous over- 
sights the proof reading Current Discussions. Atasingle opening, for 
instance (pp. 42, 43), find less than seven typographical errors the 
French and German words also strikes that the field cov- 
ered annual this sort vast that the editors might profitably 
call their aid specialists from other seminaries than this single one. But 
is, they are doing what one else has undertaken, and are rendering 
invaluable service the English-speaking public. 


Essays Biblical Archaeology and Criticism and Kindred 
Subjects. members the University Oxford. Oxford: the 
Clarendon Press. 1885. (pp. viii. 263. 


The contributors this volume are all scholars eminence their sev- 
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eral departments, and together they have produced work rare value 
scholars. Professor Driver opens with discussion recent theories 
the Origin and Nature the Tetragrammaton, concluding that none 
them can regarded established, and that ground appears present 
exist for questioning the purely Israelitish origin the Tetragrammaton, 
the explanation its meaning which given Exodus iii. 
Woods St. John’s College furnishes able paper the Light thrown 
the Septuagint Version the Books Samuel. conclusion 
which arrives that the Septuagint enables recover several cases 
the original reading the Hebrew,” and few other cases conclude 
almost with certainty that reading Dr. Neubauer Exeter 
College writes Dialects spoken Palestine the time Christ. His 
conclusion that ‘‘the small Jewish-Greek colony and some privileged per- 
sons spoke Greek, which was. however translation from the Hebrew 
rather than genuine Greek, word. Dr. Eder- 
sheim writes new theory the origin and composition the Syn- 
optic Gospels proposed Wetzel. This theory that the materials 
out which our canonical Gospels are composed are substantially the lec- 
tures given, supposes, Matthew Jerusalem the Hellenists who 
from time time came Palestine, and were need instruction 
their own tongue concerning the facts Christ’s life. These lectures 
supposes were preserved partly the retentive memories the eager lis- 
teners, and partly notes. these reports Mark’s Gospel supposed 
the simplest and oldest. But both Matthew and Luke are supposed 
contain additions from other sources, which the accounts the Infancy 
are specimens. Dr. Edersheim does not give his adhesion this theory, 
but merely presents specimen the fertility speculation for some 
time rife this class subjects, and accompanies the presentation with 
much valuable criticism other theories. What has given makes the 
reader wish the learned author had given more. Indeed this the case 
with nearly all the papers. Their brevity prevents adequate treatment 
such the authors are eminently qualified give. 


THEOLOGIK, ODER ENCYKLOPADIE DER THEOLOGIE. Dargestellt von Dr. 
ord. Professor der ev. Theologie der Bres- 
lau. Leipzig: Fues’s 1880. (viii. 554. S.) (New 
York: Stechert.) 

ENCYCLOPAEDIA THEOLOGY. Dr. Ordinary Profes- 
sor Evangelical the University Breslau. 
with Additions the History and Literature, the Rev. John Mac- 
pherson, M.A., Findhorn. Edinburgh: and Clark. 1884-5. (Vol. 
pp. 430; vol. ii. pp. viii. 431. (Clark’s Foreign Theological 
Library. New Series. Vols. xx. and xxi.) 

welcome another Anglo-German contribution our small but increas- 
ing stock theological encyclopaedias. This contribution good deal 
more German than English, and more English than American. What kind 
one American scholarship will produce yet seen, but safe 


say that will very little like the above. are, not utiljtarian, 
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least rather scouts all considera- 
tions, and makes his task ‘‘determining the nature theology according 
its contents and form, and then, the ground its nature, developing 
the organic arrangement its principal divisions and the branches 
belonging His encyclopaedia, therefore, neither introduc- 
tion to, nor compendium theological science, though approaching the 
latter. encyclopaedia for encyclopaedia’s sake, Teutonically scientific, 
and therefore intended for nobody but technical encyclopaedist. This 
not say that has value for others. That would far from the 
truth. All amateurs well, all ambitious scholars should be, will find 
interesting and suggestive, especially they have better. 

The average German-reading student will find more profitable. 
The average theological student, two, had better read Hagenbach, but 
one who does not read German will find this introducing him region 
stimulating thought quite new him, and, supplementing and for the most 
part replacing Hagenbach, will have skeleton theology 
which may lay flesh fast his training and talents will permit. 

The work interesting. ‘The author knows what wants do, and 
does not forget it. gets into curious snarl, however, naming what 
does. seems have sort consciousness that what doing 
encyclopaedia, and feels bound prove that (Hagenbach, 
Schleiermacher, etc.) encyclopaedia not, but material” is, encyclopaedia. 
Having proved, thus, that his method the only true 
suggests that called Encyclopaedia encyclopaedia, 
whether intended for the student, the theologian, the encyclopaedist, 
whether Hagenbach botany botany, for the 
the amateur, the specialist. This discussion, which our 
author not alone, much like the question, What the best size for 

Dr. treatment his subject acute, but narrow. Theology, 
with the Science the Christian Religion. practically co-ordi- 
nates with law medicine, special encyclopaedia. The Christian 
religion him ‘‘a particular form religion.” long series 
religions Christianity attaches itself particular historical religion.” 
Religion ‘‘a characteristic product the human spirit,” and like 
cvery clse, its historical therefore treats theology 
strictly historical science, and with all the freedom and bias moderate 
rationalism. ‘The coolness with which speaks time when 
criticism had demolished the principles the orthodox (vol. 
160) distinctly puts him out from among the lukewarm. 

Treating the subject does, yet retains the fourfold division: (1) 
The idea Christianity (Exegetical); (2) Its real historical development 
(Historical); (3) The proving its absolute truth (Systematic); (4) The 
realization the idea (Practical). 

The task exegetical theology, says, ‘‘to recognize and set forth 
Christianity its historical originality upon the ground the literary 
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sources which has its command. task, therefore, purely his- 
torical one.” Dr. Grimm (Z. wiss. Theol., 1882, 6), who takes the 
same ground, logically unites exegetical under historical, and urges reason 
that the fourfold division justifiable only the ground strict theory 
inspiration which makes the Bible the absolute divine truth. Dr. 
ger his reply (Zur theol. Encykl., Bresl. 1882, tr. vol. 
415 sq.) has done little more than reassert his position. 

One objects giving the name division which exe- 
gesis simple means, rather than result. Exegetical theology ought 
that whose result exegesis—the explanation the meaning the 
sources that its result the body material clearly understood. 
soon you begin arrange the facts according the historical develop- 
ment the philosophical relation, you pass out exegetical theology. 

Dr. thus rightly places biblical theology under what wrongly 
styles exegetical theology, and adds one the growing list authorities 
who, one ground another, are metamorphosing exegetical theology 
introducing confessedly historical disciplines. 

Dr. the way, defines biblical theology ‘‘the history the 
Old and New Testament religion.” 

Another peculiarity our author his division systematic theology 
into the theology religion, dogmatics, and ethics, excluding apologetics, 
polemics, and irenics. Under historical theology makes one his 
branches history culture. this work succeeds introducing into 
general use among this much-needed expression, will not have been 
translated vain. 

One the most valuable features the work (though useless the 
ordinary reader) the long history encyclopaedia. Another, more 
general usefulness, the selected bibliographies, which man dismayed 
the weary waste titles the translation Hagenbach, will take 
great deal comfort. 

The work the translator and editor has been, the main, unusually 
well done. The editor really seems know something about the literature; 
and the occasional notes, while showing tendency quotation, and 
explaining the things which happens know about, indicate command 
the literature the subject which venture say very few this side 
the Atlantic have. 

Besides the translation the Theologik, and occasional notes, the work 
the editor been the translation Zur theologischen Ency- 
(Breslau, 1882), which contains reviews Hagenbach, Hofmann, 
Rothe, and Grimm, and the insertion partly the history encyclo- 
paedia, and partly Appendices and discussion the place 
apologetics (Appendix C); and considerable additions the history ency- 
clopaedia. this last there just stricture the recent translation 
Hagenbach, and notice Dr. Karr’s edition Smith’s Introduction. 

The translation is, the main, good. There are occasional slips 
typographical errors, 49, where the note number (2) vexatiously 
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misplaced, and lower down the date 1830 substituted for 1630. Similarly, 
97, 1833 changed 1883. 55, Mabillon, who described 
the original ‘‘religieux transformed into 

Some other inaccuracies and omissions late editions might pointed 
out, but the work the editor superlatively excellent, compared with 
editors, discourage criticism. 

still wait for introductory compendious work suited American 
scholars. 


KIRCHLICHES HANDLEXICON. Ein Hilfsbuch zur Orientirung auf dem Ge- 
samtgebiete der Theologie und Kirche. Verbindung mit einer Anzahl 
evangelisch-lutherischer Theologen herausgegeben von Dr. Phil. Carl 
Meusel, evang.-luth. Pfarrer. Lieferung. Leipzig: Neumann. New 
York: Westermann. 

have this Church Encyclopaedia book designed give that kind 
ready answer churchly themes which the various encyclopaedias give 
secular. designed for the clerical profession, and also for the large 
circle laymen whose public connection with the church, whether secu- 
lar ecclesiastical office, whose private tastes, make such work 
desideratum. the thorough competence the editor, Dr. Meusel, 
pastor Saxony, and that his co-laborers, are assured the three 
great Leipzig professors, Luthardt, Delitzsch, and Kahnis. The general 
execution the work may seen from the following review some 
the separate articles: Aachen, about one column, mentions the 
distinctive historical features the place, and gives the seven 
imperial diets held here. three columns. five lines. 
four columns, account his life written friendly tone, with list 
and short description his principal works. definition the 
two very diverse technical senses the word.—The Lord’s Supper dis- 
description the various liturgies from 
the first, including the Reformed churches the present day; 
gemeinschaft, -streitigkeiten, etc., etc. presents the history and theory 
indulgences, briefly, fully, and correctly, two columns. three 
columns. des Menschengeschlechts treats the unity the 
race critically and polemically against Materialism and Darwinism. 
bau bet den Acta Martyrum, and even Acta Sanctorum are ex- 
plained. Adventisten, ‘‘founded 1833 William Miller,” are described 
twelve lines. Religionen und Missionen have five columns. 

This perhaps enough give idea the work. notice further 
articles the Agendenstreit Prussia; Leipzig (d. 1884); 
The whole promises largely historical, like most 
recent German work the kind, clearly and faithfully done. For those 
who need such work, and whom the German language familiar, 
can heartily commend this. embrace four vols., 800 pp. each, total 
price 
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THEOLOGICAL ENCYCLOPAEDIA AND Ilagenbach 
and Krauth. Revere Franklin Weidner, M.A. Part 
and Exegetical Theology. Philadelphia: Garner. 1885. (pp. 183. 

Dr. Weidner has compressed vast amount useful material into this 
small volume. special service students and young ministers, both 
the purchase books and guide systematic course reading. 
The lists books are ample, and the brief judgments passed upon them 
are, the main, judicious. the introductory sections the author draws 
largely from his manuscript notes the late Dr. Krauth’s lectures. 
many this will give them additional value, these lectures have not been 
published. 


GESCHICHTE DES VOLKES ZEITALTER Von Emil 
Schiirer. Zweiter Theil. Leipzig: Hinrichs’sche Buchhandlung. 
(x. 


HIsTORY THE JEWISH PEOPLE THE TIME CHRIST. Second 
Division: The Internal Condition Palestine, and the Jewish People 
the Time Jesus Christ. Emil Sophia 
Taylor and Rev. Peter Christie. two volumes. Vols. and ii. New 
York: Scribner and Welford. 1885. (pp. xii. 379 and viii. 
and (Clark’s Foreign Theological Library. New Series. Vol. 
xxiii.) 

This magnum more the qualitative than the quantitative 
sense. both old and new work. the German, second 
and much enlarged edition while now makes its appearance for the first 
time English first German edition was issued 1874 asa 
Manual the History New Testament Times, when its author was the 
bottom the ladder humble Extraordinarius the University 
Leipzig; and it, more than anything else, was the means securing for 
him recognition painstaking and accurate scholar, and critic 
rare abilities, land where, rule, only real merit wins. Ever since 
the publication the Manual, Schiirer has been regarded one the lead- 
ing New Testament scholars Germany. After lapse twelve 
new edition has been called for. the meanwhile the author has, with 
characteristic German perseverance, continued his researches this inter- 
esting field, and the second part his work (which here appears before the 
first), which the first edition went from pages 371 698, has grown bea 
separate volume 884 pages. This, the English translation, will 
divided into three volumes, two which have appeared, the third being 
press. Part First the whole book promised within the next twelve 
months both German and English. 

What gives this work its rare value its direct bearing the whole New 
Testament question its entire length, breadth, and depth. Its purpose is, 
the hands all the authorities that can summoned, from both Jewish 
and non-Jewish sources, bring into clear relief the spiritual life that 
time,” when the Word became accordingly understand 
Christianity and its origin and growth the midst the surroundings 
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which, the providence God, was placed historical phenomenon 
and factor. The work divided into two parts, the first furnishing clear- 
cut political history the Jews from the year 175 the destruction 
the temple the second furnishing the internal history the 
people during this period. Here have deal only with the latter. Scope, 
method, and contents may probably best understood mentioning the 
subjects the leading paragraphs. The volume opens with description 
Culture Israel general during the New Testament period, treat- 
ing especially the relations Judaism Hellenic culture, the language 
the people, and the relation Judaism heathenism. Then follows 
full description the political condition the various Hellenistic towns 
within the Jewish borders, the Jewish Sanhedrim, and the High-Priest. 
further chapter (not found the first German edition) treats the priest- 
hood and the temple worship, and rich its contributions, direct and 
indirect, New Testament exegesis. The two following sections are 
special interest for the study the Gospels, treating the Scribes, the 
Pharisees and the Sadducees. further step into life the people 
taken the chapter School and Synagogue, the Life under the Law, 
based almost entirely Talmudic sources, the Messianic Hope, giving both 
Historical and Systematic Survey. This followed discussion 
the Essenes, the Judaism the Dispersion, and the Proselytes. Here the 
English translation ends. The German has two further 
appear third English volume the Palestino-Jewish, and one 
the Hellenistic Jewish literature. These are, every respect, the richest 
and most complete sections the book, and they also show the greatest 
improvement over the first edition. 

The merit Schiirer’s work, however, lies not only chiefly what 
gives, but the method his research. entirely based 
upon the authorities who alone can decide the points question, and the author 
has wisely given almost the greater part his space citations and quota- 
tions the authors from whom derive our information the New Tes- 
tament times. solid work built upon the foundation firm rock. 
The New Testament will ever remain the central object study for Christ- 
ian scholarship, and labor worthy recognition and thanks have 
collected, arranged, and analyzed the non-biblical sources our information 
for this period. Schiirer has here made possible for the students his 
work examine and judge for themselves the merits mistakes the 
views expressed scholars various New Testament subjects. 
leads his reader back the original authorities for original and indepen- 
dent research, and there shows him what must study and examine his 
work and views are basis. for this reason that the method 
and manner, well the matter, offered these volumes, are such 
great benefit the New Testament student. 

Concerning the English translation would only add, that have com- 
pared section after section the original and have found the English version 
indeed better than many other translations German theological books, 
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especially dogmatical and ethical works, but many places sufficient 
care has not been taken secure rounded and entirely correct rendition. 


THE COMMON TRADITION THE SYNOPTIC the Text the 
Revised Version. Edwin Abbott, D.D., and Rushbrooke, 
London: Macmillanand Company. 1884. (pp. xxxix. 156. 

1.25. 

Those familiar with the article the Gospels the Encyclopaedia Bri- 
tannica will have had their minds prepared for this convenient little volume. 
that the common words the first three Gospels are framed into con- 
tinuous though imperfect narrative; this the three Gospels are printed 
parallel columns, with the common portions black type, while fourth 
column presents the portions peculiar Mark. Dr. theory 
the origin the Synoptic Gospels that the writers all borrowed from 
common tradition which chiefly embodied Mark, which supposes 
the earlier the three. Whether agreeing with the author not, the 
owner this little work cannot fail profited it. 


SKETCH SACERDOTAL CELIBACY the Christian Church. 
Henry Lea. Second Edition, enlarged. Boston: Houghton, Mif- 
flin, and Company. 1884. (pp. 682. $4.50. 

This well-known and valuable monograph has now appeared its second 
edition. Mr. Lea has earned for himself, this and his other works,— 
Studies Church History, Superstition and Force,—an enviable reputation 
specialist the Middle Ages. The range the present work wide, 
for includes account those early tendencies towards asceticism, and 
those influences from other religions, which finally made monasticism 
institution the church, and through established sacerdotal celibacy. 
The long struggle the Latin Church for the enforcement celibacy 
described its details. ascetic rigidity and moral earnestness 
Dunstan, Damiani, and Hildebrand create, their mere force will, 
temporary only overwhelmed beneath the returning tide 
human weakness and common sense combined. All the elements the 
religious life the age mingled the contest, and they are described with 
pictorial vividness Mr. Lea. The independence the ancient see 
Milan resisted the demands Rome. Heresy alternately assisted and 
opposed. last Rome secured the final recognition the obligation 
celibacy, but secret immoralities undermine and corrupt the work the 
church. 

The most interesting part the work for American Protestants will 
the description the reconquest the church true ideas the period 
the Reformation. The general progress events well known, but the 
details add interest well apologetic value the picture. made 
evident, for example, that this, other respects, the development 
evangelical ideas the minds different reformers proceeded indepen- 
dently, and natural process. And all those old Catholic calumnies, 
Luther had been led impure desires favor the marriage the clergy, 
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are again thoroughly exposed. The Church Rome set itself against this 
current the times, current plain that the Calvinists did not think 
necessary make formal recognition clerical marriage. Elizabeth 
would have been glad set herself against too. The Council Trent 
refused all concession, and heard arguments from the necessities the 
times the need purity the church. Mr. Lea shows conclusively his 
review modern history how disastrous the interests religion the 
obstinacy that council has been and still is. 

are glad see this work reissued day when false liberality 
leading many adopt tone complacency when speaking the Romish 
She may eventually reformed, but will only when, vio- 
lent disruption, she has abandoned her errors faith and practice, 
which she has added some the most preposterous doctrines our 
own enlightened time. 


ELEMENTS HEBREW, Inductive Method. Sixth Edition—rewritten. 
William Harper, Ph.D., Professor Hebrew and the Cognate Lan- 
guages the Chicago Baptist Union Theological Seminary Principal 
the Schools the Institute Hebrew. Chicago: American Publication 
Society Hebrew. 1885. (pp. $2.00. 


INTRODUCTORY HEBREW METHOD AND MANUAL. Second Edition—rewrit- 
ten. Wm. Harper, Ph.D. Chicago: Amer. Pub. Soc. Hebrew. 
1885. (pp. 170, 73. $2.00. 

The labors Dr. Harper mark epoch the study Hebrew 
America. ‘To his excellent practical judgment and unflagging enthusiasm 
must credited mainly, not solely, the extraordinary success the 
Hebrew correspondence school and the summer schools the Institute 
Hebrew. The outcome the author’s wide experience these schools 
appears the two works before us, which seem destined supersede all 
the other introductory manuals now use our theological seminaries. 

The first these works rigidly scientific and consecutive presentation 
the elements Hebrew grammar, abundantly illustrated, far pos- 
sible from the early chapters Genesis. The second unique contriv- 
ance lessons, exercises, vocabularies, and explanations, designed intro- 
duce the learner the grammar and the Bible. The first lesson upon 
the first verse Genesis. connection with that verse several grammati- 
cal principles are learned. And thus the student proceeds, learning few 
verses and principles each day, until, having perused the first eight chapters 
Genesis, has learned connection the whole the grammar. 

The special excellence Dr. Harper’s plan the combination 
unprecedented amount help the beginner with the scientific rigor 
Everything made lucid skilful explanations can make it, 
but nothing passed over superficially. The exercises are made out the 
passages studied, and are entirely subordinate. This important advan- 
tage over Davidson’s grammar (the only one which can brought into 
comparison), with which, after hopeful start, the work class soon 
drags heavily under the weight long exercises composed disconnected 
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and fragmentary sentences, each chosen illustrate the use single 
which lies like fossil embedded mass rock. Thus, when 
Davidson’s students first take their Bibles, Harper’s have already 
acquired intimate familiarity with eight chapters—a solid gain, particu- 
larly its influence upon the class. 

the paradigm the regular verb, Dr. Harper uses the time-honored 
For the paradigms the irregular weak verbs, forms stems 
from successively substituting weak letters for its radicals. Thus, 
each step the learner has his attention directed exclusively upon the 
application single euphonic law, while unembarrassed the unfamili- 
arity anew stem. some this may seem wide departure from the 
method,” and will asked, Why not drill upon words actually 
use, rather than upon theoretical stems? But must remembered 
that large part the forms the full paradigm any verb never occur 
use for example, the Niphals D\p and are not only theoretical but 
absurd. And, even were this not the fact, the great advantage clearness 
thus secured the most difficult point would justify the new system—a 
system which, Dr. Harper remarks, has long been used for nouns. 

are sorry that books from which beginners are make their first 
acquaintance with the forms the Hebrew letters, clear and elegant font 
type, like that used the ninth edition Gesenius’ Lexicon, 
Strack’s new grammar, could not have been used. 

The presentation several minor points open criticism. The sub- 
ject the tenses and conversive introduced the old paradoxical 
and the self-evidencing explanation which Professor Driver has 
given the so-called copulative (Use Tenses Hebrew, ed. 
198) ignored (Method, 83). Other similar small defects might 
enumerated but they will only slightly diminish the usefulness works 
which show upon every page the evidence conscientious use the latest 
authorities upon the Hebrew language, directed natural genius for 
teaching. 


ATHEISM PHILOSOPHY and other Essays. Frederic Henry Hedge. 
Boston: Roberts Brothers. 1884. (pp. 390. $2.00. 


The literary character this book is, like all Dr. Hedge’s writings, above 
criticism. Always lively and entertaining, seasoning his soberest discussion 
with Attic salt, clear, even when profound, carries his reader with 
increasing interest the end. The title the book derived from the 
first group essays, Epicurus, Schopenhauer, and Hartmann. 
have been particularly interested that Schopenhauer. After bio- 
graphical introduction, which has its value contributing important 
element the judgment Schopenhauer’s philosophy imparting 
knowledge the man himself, the main elements the system are drawn 
out very clearly and satisfactorily. There are large quotations from Scho- 
penhauer, that may ‘‘be heard his own cause and many exceedingly 
happy commentaries Dr. Hedge’s own words. Some these contain 
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volumes argument the turn sentence, when says the 
will everywhere struggling into being,” that finally, 
wanted see itself, understand thoroughly its own essence and work- 
ing, and became SCHOPENHAUER. saw all the works that had 
made, and—Schopenhauer being pessimist—behold, was very bad!” 
its critical part the essay, while not especially profound, presents clearly 
the main and fatal objection the system. 

questions philosophy, ethics, and natural philosophy, Dr. Hedge gen- 
erally happy, though observe that joins the common, cheap depre- 
ciation Paley’s argument from design. But when, the miscellaneous 
essays which follow, dips into the history theology, his essay 
Augustine, the shallowness and blindness his school thought painfully 
appear. literary production this essay has the excellencies the 
other, but what shall say, theologically, the following: ‘‘In spite 
his war against the Manichees, remained the last, unconsciously, but 
virtually and essentially, Manichean his theory human 
Converting rhetoric into logic [he] substantizes sin, and thus repro- 
duces altered form the Manichean theory two natures 
What the good and evil principle are the doctrine Manes, that nature 
and grace are the doctrine Augustine; nature man, antecedent 
conversion, being wholly and only but two agents, 
but two intelligencies, the universe,—God and the will ven- 
ture say that blinder and more superficial judgment ancient 
writer was never uttered. 

essay Leibnitz follows, and then translation his Monadology. 
Then comes essay Kant, which finds many things say which are 
new the ordinary reader. volume closes with several more strictly 
literary essays, g., one Genius. 


BACCALAUREATE SERMONS. Andrew Peabody, D.D., LL.D., Preacher 
the University and Plumer Professor Christian Morals Harvard 
Boston: Lothrop and Company. 1885. (pp. 292. 

1.25. 

wide circle readers outside the alumni Harvard College will wel- 
come these stimulating discourses Dr. Peabody. The nineteen sermons 
mark many eras the graduating classes from 1861 1883, 
upon wide range subjects—from Hospitality and The Choice Pro- 
fession the Voice out the Cloud and Christo Ecclesiae. ser- 
mon the Choice Profession, Dr. Peabody speaks strongly favor 
rendering aid college students, but opposition the systematic aid 
theological students—arguing that such aid bribe bias the judg- 
ment, and that urges into the ministry many who have not energy enough 
make their own way the world. The graduate professional 
student,” urges, ‘‘has passed the age natural dependence, and, 
unpropped kindred, best for him that should thrown upon 
his own resources. fitted for the pulpit will work his way 
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without any organized system charitable aid,—a little later, perhaps, but, 
so, only with maturity character, knowledge mankind, and 
capacity self-help which will make him wiser, more prudent, and more 
independent his (pp. 113, I14). 


SOME THE GREAT PREACHERS WALES. Owen Jones, (Lon- 
don) Newtown. London: Passmore and Alabaster. 


The characteristics and phenomena the Welsh pulpit are most interest- 
ing themselves, and most suggestive the student pulpit oratory. 
one who desires obtain comprehensive and sympathetic insight 
into the secret its unique power, the volume before will furnish 
invaluable aid. author brings his task special qualifications cul- 
ture, research, and sympathy with his theme. The Introductory Essay 
Welsh Preaching admirable summary its essential elements and con- 
ditions success, distinguished judicial moderation, analytic acuteness, 
and recognition the supernatural factors its power. The 
method the book well adapted the end view. author has 
selected seven the Great Preachers Wales,” among them Daniel Row- 
lands, Christmas Evans, John Elias, whose names are already more less 
known the American religious public, the other four being every way 
worthy associated with them. felicitous combination bio- 
graphical incident, selections from their discourses, and critical analysis 
are presented with series representative pen pictures the Welsh pul- 
pit some the most notable exhibitions its power, well with 
fascinating chapter the remarkable religious movement inaugurated 
Whitefield and the Wesleys. The result volume absorbing interest, 
which cannot read otherwise than with profit and delight. 


THE RELIGIOUS ASPECT PHILOSOPHY: Critique the Basis Con- 
duct and Faith. Josiah Royce, Ph.D., Instructor Philosophy 
Harvard College. Boston: Houghton, Mifflin, and Company. 1885. (pp. 
xix. 

Dr. Royce has succeeded doing what comparatively few philosophic 
writers succeed in. has asked himself definite question. thor- 
oughly conscious the problem which endeavoring solve. Whether 
has succeeded equally well discovering the conditions the problem 
may doubted. is, however, distinct advantage philosophy have 
any problem definitely developed Dr. Royce has developed this. 
certainly shall not settle any questions till know what they 
Royce’s problem rather one concerning the prerequisite conditions 
religion, than the nature religion itself. finds three characteristics 
religion: must have moral ideal, must inspire devotion that 
ideal, and must show something the nature things which answers 
the code. with the first and last questions that the author deals. What 
help can philosophy give discovering ultimate ethical ideal? What 
help can give determining the ultimate reality this ideal? Help 
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must give, religion justified. Dr. Royce’s book 
accordingly divides itself into two parts, one ethical, the search for the 
ideal, the other metaphysical, the search for the reality answering the 
ideal. 

the search for the ethical ideal, the author starts with disjunction: 
Shall find going the actual universe, and discovering there 
objective basis for the distinction between right and wrong, shall the 
ideal demonstrated the only true moral ideal, without making 
depend upon the physical universe? Dr. Royce has great difficulty 
showing that the former method will not work. physical universe 
shows what is, not what ought be. And even when you read the theory 
evolution into the world, your law physical one, not ethical one. 
But the law established without reference objective reality, 
what shall free from individual What shall say the sceptic 
who declares that each individual man the measure and maker his own 
ethical ideal, and that the inquiry for universal ideal absurd? The 
first half Dr. Royce’s book answer this question. Dr. Royce 
shows the extreme difficulty finding ethical ideal without recourse 
fact thinks that shows that ethical philosophers who have attempted 
have actually fallen back some physical metaphysical fact, and 
surely shows that the current ethical scepticism and pessimism are due 
the conflict aims and ideals, without ultimate ideal determine their 
relative worth. The search inevitably leads scepticism. must hurry 
over this part the book, remarking, however, that the discussion the 
ethics evolution especially satisfactory, showing that really phys- 
ics, not ethics; and that his arguments are fresh and readable degree 
surprise one who thinks that moral discussion crabbed and 
abstract nature. Dr. Royce nowhere appears better than when illustrating 
philosophic point apt literary criticism. 

Dr. Royce finds the solution imbedded the heart the scepticism. For 
this scepticism finds the result attempt will realize 
conflicting wills, opposing aims, the same time. One who doubts 
the worth opposed ends must realize both ends his consciousness. 
must reproduce both wills order realize the doubt. ‘‘Scepticism 
hesitation resulting from the realization several opposing ends, and from 
simultaneous reproduction the wills that aimed them.” desire 
realize all these aims once.” Otherwise there would doubt, 
hesitation. But therefore, desire That the one good that 
comes before fancy above all the various conflicting goods the 
various separate aims.” realizing the conflict, short, bring the 
various wills into our consciousness, make them our will, unify them. 
thus pluck out the very core our scepticism absolute ideal, that 
the harmony all wills. cannot doubt without implicitly realizing 
this harmony, and hence doubt the ideal would doubt doubt itself. 
get absolute ethical precept: Act being would act who included 
himself, the unity his life, the lives all, and who had, there- 


fore, suffer the consequences all acts. truly universal will. 

Now not doubt the worth Dr. Royce’s ideal, which is, for sub- 
stance doctrine, Kant’s, although attempt made fill its formal 
outline with concrete content. cannot but doubt, however, whether 
this ideal follows the way which Dr. Royce thinks that does. ‘There 
are three questions asked: Does the ethical scepticism involve within 
itself its own solution, the absolute ideal? this ideal arrived 
ideal, psychological fact? Does it, the way which Dr. Royce 
reaches it, constitute possible ideal action? All these questions must, 
conceive, answered the negative. 

First, faith cannot identified with complete development scepticism. 
Dr. Royce fails distinguish between desire and choice. true that 
doubt, the mental representation conflicting aims, does involve desire 
for their harmony, but this does not constitute their harmony. Only choice 
can it. What the sceptic realizes not the unity all wills, but the 
impossibility realizing them: this constitutes the conflict. One may 
present himself, for example, the idea selfish and self-sacrificing 
life, far desires both. But does not harmonize them. must 
choose one the other this. And the scepticism consists simply 
the refusal choose, case the choice actually made, the belief 
that ground can given for choosing. Dr. Royce perhaps would say 
that, one really doubts, must choose. But the sceptic will say that 
choice the contradiction his doubt. His scepticism refuse 
choose, and demand rational ground for choosing, which, says, can- 
not supplied. Dr. Royce fails supply the ground. most, only 
says, you choose, and matter fact, does not say only 
says you must desire unity. But the sceptic knows that better than Dr. 
Royce can this for unity which constitutes his con- 
flict, while the inability find ideal which settle it, his scepticism. 

Secondly, the ideal presented one fact. Dr. Royce states its essence 
when says: You cannot get away from that ideal save repeating the 
very process which has brought you it.” Alas, that The sceptic 
after all gets, you will the harmony you sceptic.” Not you 
ought will it. Dr. Royce has fall baek upon fact the psychological 
constitution our natures; the absolute ideal becomes the paltry 

Thirdly, the idea, accepted, would only psychological ideal, not 
ethical. realize the will all men your will. see man 
intent murder, realize that, and what lies within aid 
him? The victim’s will strenuously objects, and must realize that too. 
must aid him. reproduce both wills myself, and, according Dr. 
Royce, thereby realize both, and unify them! Would not Dr. Royce say 
such case that the will murder man will incapable becoming 
universal, that cannot unified with other wills, because contradicts 
them, and that our duty make the murderer desist enforcing this 
insight upon him? But say this give the whole 
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admit that there ideal which determine which our neigh- 
bor’s ideals ave universal. admit that our ethical ideal not unify 
the wills all men, but certain ones these wills. have yet 
information how are know what the universal will, what 
our criterion deeiding which our neighbor’s ends shall choose. 
are only told that desire and so; not how ought desire. 

Dr. Royce confesses the influence Hegel. Hegel teaches any 
thing, beware disjunctions. think can trace the origin Dr. 
failure determine the ethical ideal neglect this warning. 
starts with disjunction between ideal discovered examination 
physical fact, and ideal discovered without reference fact. But the 
true ethical ideal the reality the universe. are find out what 
the world really (not physically) is, and discovering that discover what 
are be, are atall. The teaching Christ that God 
Love, does not, Dr. Royce supposes, found duty physical meta- 
physical truth. For this ‘‘fact” also the meaning the world and 
experience. truth which fact and meaning, the ideal and the real, 
are one; fact which the contradiction between the ought be” and 
the has existence. Only the ideal which the absolutely real the 
ethical ideal, and the search for any other vain. man may say that 
self-realization the ideal ethics, but must add that the true self man 
God, furnish ideal which not, after all, physical. this 
demonstration that the true being man the life God, and that this unity 
the source the ‘‘ought” man’s life, which would make the arguments 
Dr. Royce cogent beyond appeal. The ethical content would then 
just where Christianity puts it, the act choice, faith. The choice 
that man’s life one with the life God Jesus Christ—that the ethical 
element, according Christianity and according any philosophic theory 
ethics. 

Our limits space will not allow examine the second part Dr. 
Royce’s work. regret that these limits have made necessary for this 
criticism largely opposed tone. would greater pleasure 
point out its suggestiveness, its stimulating character, its firm grasp upon 
the factors the ethical and metaphysical problem. But has well been 
said that the highest compliment which can paid book not general 
praise, but the critical consideration its arguments. onecan read the 
book without being forced into reconsideration the grounds his belief. 


CORRESPONDENCIES FAITH. Henry Cheever. New York: Anson 

Randolph and Company. 

the first part this book Mr. Cheever brings view, very clear 
and interesting manner, great fact Christian experience the world over. 
Men may differ theologically, they may different languages, different 
centuries, and different races, they may Catholics Protestants, but 
the attributes living faith they are harmony. After full discussion 
the nature and manifestations faith, some parallels are brought together 


